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I will not enlarge upon this 
point any further, but it really does seem to me | 
that the introduction of steam has greatly increased 
the necessity for these fortifications. iS 

Now, sir, a8 to the points in which this bill is 
t» he attacked. If this bill is to be attacked any- 
where, | suppose it is to be attacked in regard to 
the ap yropriations at those points where little has 
heen done and where a vast deal remains to be 
dove; and these points are, principally, Fort Dela- 
ware, on Pea Patch Island, the fortification at Sol- 

-’s Point, Baltimore, at Key West, and at Gar- 
Jen Key, in the Gulf of Mexico. First as to the 
Pea Patch. The importance of that fortification 
to protect the commerce of Delaware, Pennsylva- 
pia, and New Jersey, and the cities in that section 
of the country, has never been questioned by mil- 
itary men. I cannot conceive why, after having 
expended as much as we have there, that fortifica- 
tion should be suspended. As to the fortification 
at Soller’s Point, I have no doubt that that work 
ought to be completed. But I will leave the de- 
fence of this fortification to my friend from the city 
of Baltimore, [Mr. McLane,} who is a military 
man, and who can do it better justice than I can. | 
Fort Monroe does not defend the upper Chesa- || 
peake Bay, as the bay is twenty miles wide, but it 
defends the whole of James River, on which are sit- 
uated Richmond and Petersburg. It defends the 
city of Norfolk and our Navy-Yards. Sir, what 
would be the condition of this Navy-Yard—frigates 
on the stocks ready to be launched—in time of | 
war, With a great many more national vessels in | 
ordinary? With large stores of supplies, what a 
figure we would cutin case of asudden war. They 
would all be destroyed by an enemy’s fleet. Up- 
wards of $2,000,000 have been expended upon 
this fortification, and it only requires an expendi- 
ture of $60,000 to complete it. And isit wise, with 
the view of saving this small sum, to abandon it? 
Let me say a word as to the fortifications in Florida. 
The fortikeations at Key West and Garden Key 
you will see are very important, if you will look 
at the situation of that country. There Mexico 
has her great fortification at Vera Cruz. There 
Spain has in h@r possession that terrific fortress, 
Moro Castle; and there, too, right in our immedi- 
ate neighborhood, at Bermuda and Jamaica Islands 
are enormous naval depéts and fortifications, afford- 
ing places of refuge for their vessels. But in that 
vicinity our vessels have nota solitary place of 
refuge to which they can fly in case of danger. 

With these remarks I leave the subject, as I am 
very much worn out with fatigue, although there 
are other points in the bill which I have not dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to say that I am 
opposed to the entire system of fortifications, as 
unsuited to. the age in which we live, expensive, 
and entirely useless. I make no war upon par- 
ticular fortifications. I single out no individual 
work as the object of reform. At our last session 
I stated that I would agree to appropriations for 
those works which were intended to protect our 
large cities. I made the remark, as a concession 
to the sentiment then so prevalent, that such 
works might be beneficial, and not from any con- 
victions of their utility upon my own mind. And 
[am now prepares i pursue that policy for this 
year, if that be the™fesire of the House. 

We have expended more than $20,000,000 on 
these works; and now, I ask, is any man able to 
point us to any benefit which they have conferred 
upon any human being, except those employed in 
their erection? Has any farmer, mechanic, or 
merchant derived one cent’s advantage from this 
vast expenditure? Sir, the money is gone—lost, 
thrown away. The money expended for your har- 
bers and your light-houses aids the merchant, 
facilitates his business, protects his property. It 
assists the farmer in exporting his produce, and 
brings to him and all classes of the community 
their imports at a cheaper rate. Every profession, 
calling, and occupation receive the benefits. The 
expenditure brings home to the people more than 
compound interest upon every dollar invested. I 
\Lerefore give my support to those improvements. || 


our navy impossible. 














| whatever. 


| and railroads, by which an hundrec 


| city. 


1} : : ’ 
|| Not so with this $20,000,000 thrown away upon 


your fortifications; they bring back no benefits 
I therefore oppose them. This coun- 
try is weary of them. 

But, sir, the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means insists that in case of war these 
work will be useful. This hypothesis presup- 
poses that we are to do wrong to other nations, to 


| violate our duty towards other Governments: For 
| while we deal justly with them, no man pretends 


there will be the least possible danger from them. 
Again, with less than three millions of people al- 
most without arms, and without the ability to 
manufacture them, destitute of the entire materiel 
of war, and without fortifications, we defended our 


| country against the most powerful and warlike 


nations upon the earth, and drove their armies 
from our shores. Yet gentlemen pretend that these 


| works are now necessary, while we have more 


than twenty millions of people, with an unlimited 
amount of the materiel of war, and of every pos- 
sible facility for defence. With your steamboats 

Funsisahd treba 
may be thrown into any of your large cities within 
twenty-four hours, with all the means of self-de- 
fence, we are told that it is necessary to have these 
fortifications to protect ourselves. Aud we legislate 
here, and tax the people and spend their money 
on these works under such remote contingency ! 
Sir, we none of us spend our own funds in sucha 


} Manner, 


In the first place, there is not the most remote 
probability that we shall ever be involvedin a war 
with any nation capable of invading our territory. 


Mr. HOUSTON said that the villag® in which 
he resided was cannonaded during thelate war with 


| England. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Was it not protected by a 


| fort or occupied by troops? 


, abandoned by civilized Europe. 


In the second place, if invaded, we have the | 


means of protection and defence within ourselves 
aside from your fortifications. 


In the third place, these fortifications are posi- 


tively useless in case of war; and the chairman of 
the Commisnes of Ways and Means [Mr. Barty] 
has selected a bad illustration of his argument. 
He says, in the war of 1812, the British fleet would 


| have sailed up the Potomac, except from the pro- 


tection which Fort Washington afforded to this 
sut did Fort Washington protect the city? 
Why, sir, the city was taken. We had built a 
fort on the river. It contained heavy ordnance, 
and might have sunk a vessel if it had only come 
within range of its guns. But, sir, they very 
prudently landed out of reach of those guns, and 
the troops marched around the fort, and came into 
the city and took it. Now,a greater burlesque upon 
this whole system of fortification could not have 
been conceived than this simple narration of facts. 
Do we suppose that an army or navy will come 
within range of a fort for the purpose of being de- 
molished? I have no doubt if the British had de- 


| sired to be killed, they would have marched up 
within cannon shot of the fort and stood there and | 
| permitted our man to shoot them down. But they | 
| preferred to walk around the fort to enjoy the 
| sport of the ‘* Bladensburg races,” 
| there has been styled. 


as the battle 


be done in every other fort in the United States. 
An arm 


So of New York, and of all our other cities. This 


| fort here was of no possible use when the time of 


And they took the city | 
| without bloodshed. And what was done heremay 


may land and avoid the forts near Bos- | 
| ton, and march into that city in the same manner. 


Mr. HOUSTON. There was a fortification, 
and some troops were there. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Exactly so. They doubt- 
less cannonaded the fort and fired upon the troops. 
That was legitimate warfare. If you fortify a 
town, it thereby becomes liable to bombardment, 
to destruction. If you would authorize an enemy 
to cannonade or to burn your cities, surround 
them with walls and mount cannon thereon, and, 
by the laws of civilized warfare, the enemy will 
be authorized to destroy them. 

A Veice. New London was burned in the 
R*volution. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Yes; Arnold burned his 
native city, and history has recorded the act as 
infamous, and his name goes down to posterity as 
a traitor to his God, his country, and to human- 
ity. But, sir, the history of the Revolution shows 
that previous to that war this savage mode of 
burning cities, of bombarding them, had been 
Why, sir, the 
British had possession of Boston; but did they 
burn it? They long held of New 
York; but did they destroy it? Why, sir, such 
an act would at that day have called forth the in- 
dignation of the civilized world. . 

But, sir, let me go further. In the late war, the 

sritish had full possession of this city; did they 
burn it?) Why, sir, we are at this moment sur- 
rounded by irrefutable proof that this doctrine of 
burning cities has long since been abandoned by 
European nations. 

A Voice. Bonaparte burned Moscow. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No; the Russians fired the 
city with their own hands, in order to prevent the 
French troops from finding quarters there; and 
Bonaparte did what he could to extinguish the 
flames, but he failed, and his army was destroyed 
in consequence of it. . 

It is therefore erroneous to argue in favor of 
this fortification system, by exciting fears that our 
great cities would be liable to bombardment and 
destruction in case of war. 

Mr. HOUSTON. General Seott bombarded 
Vera Cruz, and laid other Mexican cities under 
contribution. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. General Scott bombarded 
Vera Cruz because it was a fortified cily, and 
thereby the legitimate object of destruction by the 
established laws of war. As for his laying the 
city of Mexico under contribution, he did it under 
directions from the War Department. [It was in 
violation of all those humane principles which con- 
trol civilized nations in time of war. The rule is 


ossession 


| to hold private property sacred; and the idea of 


| extorting from the laborers of the city of Mexico 


|| evidence as to the laws of civilized warfare. 


trial came, neither will the forts erected to protect | 
New York Bere of use when a sufficient army 
shall deem their capture of sufficient importance | 


to send anarmy there. Should such an event 
ever occur, we must depend on men, not on forts. 
We must meet them in the field, for they will not 
march up within range of your fortifications as 
targets to be shot at. We must protect our cities 


| when necessary, as General Jackson protected 


New Orleans—we must meet the enemy wherever 
he presents himself. 

ut, sir, 1 must confess my astonishment at 
hearing the honorable chairman of the Committee 


their hard earnings, to compensate this Govern- 
ment for sending troops there to butcher their 
army, was itself a barbarous act, a gigantic wrong, 
perpetrated in violation of the laws of war, as they 
are now understood by Christian nations. I deny 
that any of those lawless acts perpetrated in that 
unprovoked and barbarous war, constitute any 
But 
if gentleman urge the necessity of fortifications to 
prevent our own armies from committing depredations 
upon other nations, | would propose a aah cheaper 
mode of effecting that object, by disbanding them 


|; at once. 


Sut the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, who opened this debate, says 
these fortifications are necessary to *‘ protect our 
Navy in time of war;”’ and when he tatons for- 
ward his naval bill, granting some ten millions of 
dollars to support that branch of the national de- 


| fence, we shall be told that the Navy is necessary 


of Ways and Means speak of ‘‘bombarding | 


| cities,’’ and of “laying them in ashes,’’ as one of 


the consequences of civilized war. No such bar- 
barous doctrine has been held by any civilized 
Government for the last century. 


to protect our fortifications. 
Mr. Chairman, I wish it understood that our 


| plans of reform ‘do not stop with the abandon- 


| 


ment of this miserable system of throwing away 
money in erecting useless forts, No, sir, we ware 
not only to save the expense of protecting the 
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Navy, but we intend to save the expense of build- 
ing it, of furnishing it, of manning it. We would 
dismantle it, and lay up our ships in ordinary. I 
would not keep more than two or three frigates 
afloat, to be used against pirates if necessary. I 
would save to the people at least eight aiiona 
out of the ten millions of dollars now annually 
thrown away on the navy. Those officers who 
have been living on shore in luxury and idleness 
for five, ten, twenty, or thirty years, supported by 
the laboring men of the nation, 1 would discharge 
and permit them to support themselves. I would 
do this, rather than erect forts to protect them, 
and the ships to which they belong. On this sub- 
ject of the Navy I accord most fully with the doc- 
trines of Mr. Jefferson. In reference to the Navy 
I am a ‘* Jeffersonian Democrat of the most ortho- 
dox faith,” \a laugh} and will go as far as any 
of his most devoted followers to save this nation 
from that vast expenditure to support the bauble 
show of a navy, which now, like a great mael- 
strom, is owall 

country. 


‘ 


Sut the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means says, that in the Gulf of Mexico we | 


find the strong castle of ‘*San Juan de Ulua,”’ 
of the Mexicans, and the **Moro”’ castle of the 
Spahiards, and the British fortifications of their 


islands; and he therefore urges the fortifications | 


upon the Gulf proposed in this bill. Well, sir, 


could that gentleman have possibly pointed us to | 


more useless piles of mud and stone? They have 
been erected at vast expense, and are now as use- 
less as the mountains around them. 

But, sir, in my system of political economy I 
discard the examples of the worn-out, feeble, and 
decayed monarch 
the semi-civilizec 


Mexicans. Our Government 


and institutions, our people, and our policy as a | 
nation, have distinguished us from them, and from | 
Here, sir, every citi- || 
Each | 
is directly and personally interested in the support | 


other nations of the earth. 
zen shares in the sovereignty of the nation. 


of Government, in the protection of our soil, in 
defending the nation. We possess within our- 
selves at all times the inherent power of protect- 
ing and defending the nation at all points, and 
against any nation—nay, against all the nations of 
the earth combined. 

But this system of fortifications can never be 
extended across our three thousand miles of 
northern frontier. 
own State we have not a fort, nor do we ask for 
the erection of such a monument to the folly of 
this age. Within my own district is the most 
beautiful commercial city of the Lakes. 


oppose the erection of a fort there. No, sir, give 


us harbors to protect our ships from the winds of | 


heaven, from the storms which oer over our 
lakes, and we will protect them and ourselves 
against our enemies, should we have any. 

But while we do justice to other nations, there 


ia not the most remote probability of war; and if | 


by any unforeseen circumstances we shall find 
ourselves involved in war, our forts will be use- 
less—nay, worse than useless; and I hope the 
system may be abandoned before we squander 
more treasure upon them. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois said: The gentleman | 


who represents the iron and coal interests of Penn- 
sylvania, entertained us the other day with a 
speech upon the tariff. He was on that occasion 


the special champion of the coal and iron interest. | 


He would like to destroy the tariff of 1846, and 
on its ruins erect a higher rate of duties. 
same time that he thus rere as the special 
champion of iron and coal, he said he was very 
anxious that such a modification of the present 


tariff should be made as would embrace all the ob- | 


jects that stood in need of legislative aid. This 
was very kind of him, and very generous, so far 


as his invitation to a log-rolling festival; but it | 
seems that when the day appointed arrived, most 


of the invited guests did not attend. 

Mr. VAN DYKE rose to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Illinois was not speaking to 
the subject before the committee, but to a totally 
different one. 

Mr. HARRIS inquired the decision of the 
Chair, and said he would acquiesce in it whatever 


it might be. 
The CHAIRMAN said, that in accordance 


with recent decisions of the committee, although 


contrary to its usual practice, the Chair must sus- 





owing up the revenues of the | 


of Spain, as well as those of | 


Upon the entire border of my | 


I would | 


At the | 


—— A 


tain the point of order. The gentle:nan from Illi- 
| nois could appeal from that decision if so in- 
| clined, 
Mr. HARRIS. I shall not appeal from the de- 
| cision of the Chair, but I want to see it adhered 
| to. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hamp- 
| TON] was permitted to speak in favor of a tariff in 
Committee of the Whole. The gentleman from 
New Jersey, who, I believe, agrees with him upon 
| that question, now objects to my proceeding. The 
|| decisions of the committee have been constantly 
| varying; but if it is now adhered to I shall be satis- 
fied; and I hope it will conduce to the advance- 
ment of the business of the House. I shall print 
| what I intended to say, and by that means sub- 
| mit my views to the House and the country 
[See Appendix for Mr. H.’s speech.] 
Mr. H. eas concluded, 
Mr. McLANE said: The remarks of the chair- 
| man of the Committee of Ways and Means upon 
| this fortification bill, had particularly called at- 
tention to the fact that this opposition would 
chiefly be directed to new works. But my object 
in rising is to reply to the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Gippines,| who seemed to be under the im- 
pression that these expenses—the cost of fortifi- 
cations—are much larger than they really are. 
|| He is, we all know, periodically alarmed at the 
|| vast amount of the cost of the Army and “the 
|, Navy, and the various means of our national de- 
|| fence. 
Now, so far as the system of fortifications is 
concerned, all concede that if it is to be continued 
‘at all under the direction and patronage of Gov- 
| ernment, it must be for the defence of those points 
in the country where capital and commerce are 
concentrated. It is at such points alone that the 
system can be said to have any merits. Forts 
should be placed at such points for the purpose of 
preventing an enemy from taking possession of 
them, suddenly by surprise, before the people of 
the surrounding country can be called to their de- 
|, fence. These points may have changed, and 
|| spots where old forts exist may not now be so 
important as some new localities where works are 
now proposed to be erected. When places of im- 
portance have grown up in exposed positions, it 
| 1s more indispensable to provide new works for 
their defence than to continue old forts not defend- 
ing equally important points. For instance, if you 
were to remove the fort on Pea Patch Island, you 
would leave the cities of Baltimore and Philadel- 
phia undefended, and exposed to bombardment 
| and ultimate capitulation, if attacked unprepared. 
Every man will admit that it was this fortification 
that, during the last war, enabled the militia of 
the surrounding cities to successfully resist the 
-enemv’s invasion. So with the Chesapeake fort 
|| Soller’s Point fort. Fort Monroe was a defence 
| established for the protection of the naval depét 
at Norfolk. And in view of the history and ex- 
perience of the last war, let us see what we should 
conclude. Why the Chesapeake bay was the 
harbor of refuge for the enemy during the whole 
war; it was only the existence of the forts above 
and below the city, that compelled the enemy to 
land below, and enabled the militia of Pennsy]- 
| vania, Maryland, and Virginia, to destroy that 
invading army. Nothing but the defences that 
| existed prevented the city itself from bombard- 
|| ment and capitulation. It was the want of such 
defences of the approaches to Washington, that 
exposed the capital to disgrace and invasion. If 
| there had been sufficient defences to prevent the 
enemy from landing so near to the city, there would 
_ have been time abundant to concentrate the forces. 
'| But the militia were ignorant of which approach 
'| the enemy would select, for none were properly 
defended; and they could not know at what point 
the enemy would land. 

The true secret that the militia were defeated 
here at Bladensburg, that they did not repulse the 
enemy, was, that they were not properly prepared, 
|, and did not know where to meet the enemy at 
| advantage. The militia were the same men that 

successfully repulsed the enemy at Baltimore; 
but in the latter case deliberation and preparation 
characterized the defence, whilst in the former 
case, the defence was characterized by surprise 
and precipitation. ‘These forts were useful in the 
war of 1812, but they are inefficient now. In the 
| war of 1812 none of the city extended below Fort 
McHenry, but now there is property lying both 
| above and below the fortifications. There are 
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large depdts of commerce extending below Fort 


| 


| McHenry, and would be, in the event of h 


2 ‘ ostilities 
exposed to invasion and danger. , 


e have seen that $20,127,025 has been ex. 


| pended in fortifications, rnd that $8,045,700 are 





| on Soller’s Point Flats should be completed, 


| into those merits, 
| has been made, conclude, and not unadvisedly 


| tures on this branch of the public service. 


| we appropriate. 











| Sequree to complete those now in existenc, 


Baltimore = has had expended upon it abou 
146,662 for Fort McHeury. Other cities hay, 
een defended at an expense of from one to three 

miltions of dollars. It appears to me that to render 

the fortifications of Baitimore complete, the fort 


: ; and 
this can be done at an entire cost, when it shal] \je 


| finished, of less than $1,000,000. 


The real question in relation to the continuance 
of a system of fortification appears to be, that forts 
shall be established at such points as are best 
adopted and most require such defence, and that 
such forts should be adequate to the defence of the 
points where they are located. Those points that 
require such defence, are undoubtedly the grea: 
commercial cities that are exposed to the danger 
that forts are intended to avert. The naval depots 
of the country ought to be defended from attack. 

I hope that gentlemen will not destroy this sys- 
tem without looking at its merits, orat least without 
having an opportunity of thoroughly examining 
Let them, after such inquiry 


destroy a system that appears to me to be abso- 
lutely indispensable. 


Mr. TOOMBS next obtained the floor, and said: 


| I am glad to see this disposition on the part of the 


House to stop the expenditures of the Government 
somewhere; and although not perhaps in the best 
place, stilfit is nota very bad pinte. It is true, 
that appropriations for the completion of these 
works at some points might be wisély made; but 
this House has no means of ascertaining precisely 
where these points are. The chairman of the 


| Committee of Ways and Means has told us that 


$60,000 will complete the fortifications at Fort 
Monroe. Now, that fortification has been finished 
for the last ten years, as much as fortifications can 
be finished in this country. The fortification, as 
a work of defence, was, I bélieve, perfect on its 
original plan, but I presume they will spend 
money upon it as long as they can getit, in making 
new quarters for the troops, and so forth. : 

The radical difficulty of this system is, that we 
have to depend upon the corps of engineers for the 
information on which we are to bgse our appropri- 
ations. The corps of engineers may be a very 
useful body of men, when we have determined to 
make a work, to determine as to the best place to 
put it; but they are not safe or proper guides as to 
what expenditures shalt be made, as their object 
is to expend money and to increase the expendi- 
If we 
really wish to defend the country by fortifications, 


| (and [ admit that they are useful and necessary at 


some points,) we ought not to rely upon those 
who are to have the expenditure of the money that 
Now, these things are differently 
managed elsewhere. In the British Parliament 
they raise a committee, and hear both’sides before 
they make a decision; but here we rely upon the 
estimates furnished us by the Department itself. 
Now as to a general system of fortifying the 
country, I believe it to be wrong. I am opposed, 
as the House well know, to a general system of 
improvements; but if gentlemen intend, as they 
have done within a few days past, to expend 
money in giving facilities to commerce, I think that 


| it would be much better and wiser to take it away 


from the fortifications, and giyg it to the public im- 
provements of the country. You must stop some- 
where. I am opposed to a system of internal im- 
rovements, chiefly for the want of restrictions on it. 
e must retrench somewhere. Begin with the for- 
tifications. But gentlemen say that we want these 
fortifications. I doubtit. The Duke of Wellington, 


| it is true, has been trying to frighten the people of 


England into erecting better fortifications. But the 
British people, whether wisely or unwisely, laughed 
at him and denied that there was any danger. The 


| Duke, who is confessedly the greatest captain of the 


age, wants to build fortifications all round England; 
but the British people and the British Parliament 
have refused, with all their confidence in his mili- 
tary opinion, to follow his advice. Gentlemen 
have referred to the destruction of the Capitol. We 
had forts then, but the British went by another 
road and avoided them. So it was at Mexico. 
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1851. 


They had fine fortifications there, but General | $6,000,000 is still required to complete these works; 


Scott did not take the direct road—and what was 
the result? You have Fort Washington, and there | 
js a fort at Baltimore. But did Baltimore depend 
on it for defence? No, sir, it was upon the strong | 
arms and stout hearts of the freemen of Baltimore | 
that she depended for her defence. It would be | 
impossible to have fortifications along the whole | 
of our boundless coast on the Pacific and on the | 
Atlantic. We have a few points which are suffi- 
ciently defended. ‘There are four or five forts in 
Boston harbor and there are four or five at New 
York, already completed ;and thereare fortifications 
in the Mississippi river above New Orleans, but 
in 1815 they were of less use in resisting the 
British than the fortifications erected by General 
Jackson out of the productions of the country—the 
cotton bags. 

One of the most memorable instances of modern | 
times of the value-of fortifications, occurred in 
France. Louis Philippe, when he had conclu- 
ded his family alliances, remembering that the 
Duke of Wellington and the Russians had once 
got into Paris, determined to keep them out by 
building a wall all round it. He did so, but a 
disturbance broke out inside of his fortifications— 
a difficulty his engineers had not estimated for. | 
In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I oppose this bill | 
on the ground that we have not proper estimates 
on which we can base our appropriations. We 
have nothing to rely on but the estimates of the 
engineers who are to have the expenditure of this 
money, and that is not sufficient to justify us in | 
voting away the public money. 

Mr. SACKETT said: I am opposed to the 
passage of this bill, as 1 was to the passage of a 
similar bill last year; and more than that, I fully | 
concur in the remarks which the gentleman from 
Georgia has made in reference to the mode in | 
which the estimates on which the proposed ap- 
yropriations are based, are obtained. I do not 
at in the necessity that this Government 
should construct such works. I do not think that 
the very men on whom, or in connection with 
whose interests, the money will be expended, are 
the men on whom we ought to rely for our esti- | 
mates as to what appropriations are required for | 
those things. Such a system seems to me to be 
a monstrous absurdity, and J call the attention of | 
the committee to it. Let us leok at this matter as 
itis. What do you propose to do? Why you 
propose to fortify a coast of twelve thousand miles 
in extent, by constructing some thirty forts. To 
present such a proposition seems to me an utter | 
absurdity. This would be placing a fort at inter- 
vals of every four hundred miles on the coast. It 
has been said that for other reasons than the imme- 
diate defence of the coast these forts were re- 
quired—that they were needed for the defence and 
protection of the commerce of the country. 

Now about two thirds of our commerce, it is 
well known, is inland—on the great lakes and riv- 
ers of the country. And yet, when we have ex- 
pended about $20,000,000 for the protection and 
maintenance of the commerce of our country, we 
are told that we must go on with this current ex- 
penditure, when we have an inland commerce 
amounting to $250,000,000, and a population of 
twelve millions interested in it, for whom none of 
this expenditure has been thought necessary. I | 
call the attention of those in this House who are | 
in favor of the improvement of the great western 
rivers, and of protecting the commerce of the | 
twelve millions of people interested in that com- 
merce, to this subject. We have expended, as I 
have said, $20,000,000 in this way, and yet the 
experience of seventy years has shown that we | 
have not derived one cent of advantage from it. 
All this has been expended, and still, year after 
year, are we called on to appropriate large sums 
of money to finish these fortifications. No good, | 
no really beneficial result has been seen to flow 
from this vast expenditure; and yet we must still 
go on. 

Gentlemen objected, the other day, to the river | 
and harbor bill, that it was of a local and partial | 
character—that its benefits were to be sectional. | 
But this bill a pears to me to be even more sec- 
tional in its Sacntaek, Of the $14,000,000 that | 
ave been expended for these works, at least 
$9,000,000 have been expended in what is com- 
monly denominated the South—in the southern | 
States, and as the chairman of the Committee of | 

ays and Means has indicated, a litle over | 








and of this sum he says that it is contemplated to 
expend $4,715,000 in the South. Thus much 
in answer tq the argument that the river and har- 
bor bill is of a local character. 

Now, how is the fact, as respects population 
and commerce? Why, we see that in the State 
of Florida alone, $135,000 are proposed to be 
expended—a locality where there is neither popu- 
lation, commerce, nor works of importance to de- 
fend. 

I did not rise to detain the committee by any 
lengthened remarks, but I merely desired to ex- 

ress my opposition to the bill on the ground that 
T'do not consider that the exigencies of the coun- 
try require this expenditure. 

Mr. BOWIE said: I regret that 1 am so little 
acquainted with the military defences of the coun- 
try; but I should be recreant to my duty did | not 
rise in psf coph of a system so important to my 
State, and to the nation, when I believe it in peril. 
If I correctly interpret the opinions of the gentle- 
men who have addressed the committee in opposi- 
tion to the bill, they are willing to abandon the 
fortification of the sea-board, without the slightest 
preliminary inquiry, whether the interests of the 
county would suffer by such a departure from its 
established legislation. This would certainly be 
most precipitate. The committee must know the 
present system of fortification is not a creation of 
yesterday, which may be pursued or abandoned 
at pleasure, without cost or consequences. 

The system was adopted thirty years since, af- 
ter mature investigation and deliberation, when the 
country had had recent experience of the danger 
and desolation proceeding faom undefended coasts, 
upon the advice and reconnoissance of the most ex- 
nbienced engineers, not of this country only, but 
the most eminent of Napoleon’s engineers, Gen- 
eral Bernard. T'wenty-odd millions have been ex- 
pended in carrying out the plans and designs of 
the system, and appropriations made by every 
consecutive Congress in the interim, whatever 
party was in the ascendant. The great American 
motto is, ** Millions for defence, not a cent for 
tribute.”” How can we preserve the proud posi- 
tion which this sentiment implies, if we invite in- 
vasion, by the neglect of ordinary precautions for 
self protection? 

Some gentlemen contend, that fortifications are 
behind the spirit of the age—that modern improve- 
ments in the art of war render them useless. I 
do not so understand the testimony or experience 
of recent military campaigns. The improvements 
in naval warfare by the use of steam, render these 
defences more essential to a country, unprovided 
with fleets of war steamers. 
of our country are more exposed than ever to the 
power of those nations who are rivals for the em- 
pire of the seas. The distance between ourselves 
and the great European powers, has been reduced 
two thirds. And in the same ratio, are our great 
commercial emporiurhs more exposed to their 
swift-winged fleets. 

We have not steam vessels of war sufficient to 
watch our own ports, much less to meet them on 
the seas. 

We must look forward to the time when our 
wealth and prosperity will excite their hostility, 
if not their cupidity. The principles of the Peace 
Society-are not likely soon to proselyte the world. 
Until then, our best security is in the strength of 
our bulwarks by sea and land. 

The gentleman from Ohio objects that it is con- 
trary to the rules of civilized warfare to raise con- 
tributions from undefended cities. 1 believe our 
commanders during the Mexican war raised large 
sums from the cities of the enemy, whether de- 
fended or not; and I have never heard they were 
rebuked for violating the law of nations, I trust, 
then, Mr. Chairman, that the well-matured policy 
of the country will not be abandoned through mo- 
tives of mistaken economy. Leet proper inquiries 
be instituted through committees of the House, to 
ascertain how far the appropriations may be cur- 
tailed, but do not hazard the loss of millions 
through an over-zealous desire to save hundreds. 

Other gentlemen have insinuated that these ap- 
peegratione are not to be made, because they pro- 
ceed from officers interested in their application. 
| It is a maxim of common law and common sense, 
| ** that every one is to be trusted in his own art.” 

To whom can we so properly refer for reliable in- 
formation as the officers of the Topographical and 
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What portion of the 
Army is more distinguished for science, truth, and 
all that can adorn a soldier? What corps ren- 
dered more brilliant or valuable service in our late 
glorious war? _ How are they interested in the re- 
sult, except in common with every citizen of the 
country? They are salaried officers, receiving the 
same compensation whether in the field or bureaus, 
or superintending the construction of fortifications. 
[am no advocate of extravagant expenditure of 
public money, but I trust the matured policy of 


Engineer departments? 


| the country will not be sacrificed to the abrupt 


and sudden suggestions of political economy with- 
out investigation and almost without debate. 

Mr. HOUSTON said: I took occasion, Mr. 
Chairman, at the last session of Congress, to ex- 
press very briefly the views which | entertained in 
regard to the policy of the measure involved in the 
bill now under consideration, It was my fortune 


| at that time to succeed my honorable friend from 


Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] and it was further my 
misfortune, on that occasion, to be constrained to 
differ with him in the views which he then pre- 
sented, and which he has again presented this 
morning, on this subject. I have great respect 
for the opinions of the honorable gentleman on 
great public measures. And I must say, that 
whilst | am constrained to dissent from many of 
the opinions which I have heard him express on 
this and other important measures, at this session 
of Congress, that I have a high respect for that 
spirit of economy by which he seems to be act- 
uated. But I think my honorable friend is a 
little hasty and impetuous in the conclusions to 
which he has arrived in regard to this system of 
fortifications upon our sea-board upon the lakes, 


and upon the Gulf of Mexico. Perhaps it may 


| be presumptuous in me to venture to express ny 


dissent from the views of the honorable gentle- 
man, inasmuch as I believe he has had some mil- 
itary experience in the course of his life. If I 
remember rightly, he served in one of our Indian 
wars, and may, therefore, have had his attention 
more immediately directed to military affairs than 


| | have ever had mine. 


But, Mr, Chairman, is this system of defences 
an unnecessary one? That it should be kept with- 
in reasonable limits—that in the present exigen- 
cies of the Government and of our public finances 
it is imperatively necessary that such should be 
the case, I am ready to admit. But what ig the 
aggregate amount proposed to be appropriated in 
Why, sir, the amount proposed to be 
appropriated for all your fortifications along the 
Atlantic sea-board, the lakes, and the Gulf of Mex- 


| ico, and all other points, is only about $650,000. 


Sir, it is but a mere bagatelle. Honorable gentlemen 
who now exhibit so much impatient zeal to arrest 


| this current of expenditure, to stop this leak in 


the Treasury, in my opinion—to adopt the hum- 
ble but familiar metaphor—are holding on to the 
spigot and letting go the bung-hole! [Great 
laughter.}] If I am at all unfortunate in the quo- 
tation of this maxim, it is because itis not very 
classical perhaps. But, Mr. Chairman, [ would 


| like my honorable friend from Georgia [Mr. 


Toomss] to point me to a nation (I will say in 
order to give him some limitation) within the con- 
fines of christendom, that has concluded to aban- 
don this system. 

Mr. TOOMBS here made a remark in a low tone 
of voice that was inaudible to the Reporter. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It may be so, but liberty re- 
quires defences as weil as monarchies; and I have 
always been taught to believe that it requires 
more—for it has long since passed into a proverb, 
that *‘ the price of liberty is eternal vigilance.”’ It 
is certain, as my honorable friend before me [Mr. 
Joun A. Kive] has suggested, that it requires 
cannon balls for its defence and security. It has 


| never been achieved without them, and it must 
| ever be sustained by them, when assailed by for- 
| eign enemies; and no form of government can en- 
| tirely dispense with them. 


But I repeat, sir, that 
I should like the gentleman from Georgia to point 
to a single instance among the civilized nations of 
the world, in,which this system has been aban- 


| doned as an obsolete and antiquated idea. He has 


| island. 


seen proper to advert to certain views lately given 
to the world by a distinguished military chieftain 
of England, in regard to the defences of that 
I allude to the Duke of Wellington. It 
may be, that in the jadgment of my honorable 
friend and of other very competent military critics, 
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that the illustrious Duke has erred in the view 
which he has given to the public on this subject. 


It may be true that England does not require this | 


system of exterior defences along her sea-board 


which he has suggested. But if I have understood | 
or read aright, the views of the English public in | 


opposition to this system, it is on the ground that 
England has her boasted defence against foreign 


assaults in her walls of oak, and in her immense | 


naval power, which she daily and yearly main- 
tains, at such a vast expense, for the protection of 
her commerce and her coasts. The question is 


asked in that country, wherefore resort to this | 


system when we have such an immense navy, 
which can fortify and defend every accessible 


point, whenever the emergency may require it? | 


And they add, that if this system is to be adopted 
there, it would necessarily involve the abandon- 
ment of the other mode of defence. But if my 
honorable friend can point to an important sea- 
port on the coast of England, of France, or of 
Spain, orin any other part of Europe, that has 
not its military defences, its system of fortifica- 
tions maintained at a great expense, I would be 
almost willing to abandon both the system and 
the argument atone and the same time, 

It has been said here that we achieved our in- 


dependence, that we solved the problem of our | 


national liberty without the aid of these defences. 
Mr, Chairman, this is a great and a gross mistake. 
Does not every gentleman here know, that at the 
time when the war of the Revolution broke out, 
the attention of Congress was immediately called 
to such defences in the country as they were able 
to erect in the short time allowed, and with the 
limited means which they possessed? Does not 
every gentleman know that fortifications were 
erected to defend Charlestown and Boston harbor? 
Do they not know that fortifications were erected 
in New York for the defence of that city even at 
that day? 
their reading of the history of the country, forget 
the gallant battle of Red Banks, on the Delaware, 
and if possible that still more gallant defence of Fort 
Moultrie, in the harbor of Charleston, South Caro- 
lina? ‘The gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 


Howmes,] who represents the Charleston district, | 


asks me, sotto voce, ‘what about that?’ Sir, I 
allude to it with pride and pleasure, as one of the 
most gallant and memorable achievements in the 
military history of the country, but for no ether 
purpose than to refute thearguments so frequently 
advanced here, that atthe period ofthe Revolution 


these defences were not thought to be necessary | 


and were not attempted, and that they are com- 
paratively modern notions, even in this our mod- 
ern country. It is true that these fortifications 


were erected hastily and at as little expense as pos- | 
sible, at a time when the country was limited and | 


crippled in its resources, and when we were weak 
and deficient in every means of defence, except in 
those glorious impulses which prompted every 
patriotic heart to risk everything for liberty and 
independence, and to defend the sacred soil of our 
country against the footsteps of foreign invaders. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no one who entertains a 
higher regard for the gentleman from Georgia than 
1 do, personally; but he now presents himself in 
the attitude of a military reformer, and it is a fate 
that cannot be overlooked, that he is found in a 
strange conjunction just at this time and on this 
important measure, 

Sir, let us endeavor to arrest this spirit, this fa- 
tal, this delusive, this innovating and subversive 
spirit, which seems to be abroad and at work in 

| parts of the country. It behooves us to pause 
und reflect whether those who founded our Gov- 
ernment, whether those who achieved our liber- 


ties, whether those self-same patriots who origina- | 


ted this system of defence, were wrong in this, or 
wrong in any other particular. The longer I live 
and the more I observe of the course and current 
of public events transpiring around us, the more 
am I convinced of the wisdom of those men in 
every act of their public lives, and the more am I 
disposed to pause and hesitate when it is proposed 
recklessly to abandon that Which they recommend- 
ed, and which they adopted. Iam ready to con- 
fess that I possess no scientific knowledge on this 
subject. Yet it strikes me that it must be appa- 
rent te every gentleman, that in the present condi- 
tion of our country, and particularly in the pres- 
ent state of our large cities, which have greatly 
increased, and are daily inereasing still more, in- 





| while I take advantage of this rather grudging 





Can gentlemen who should be fresh in | 
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stead of abandoning this system we should adhere 
to itthe more pertinaciously. 

But Ido not understand my honorable friend 
from Georgia to oppose such appropriations as are | 
necessary to carry on works that are already be- | 
gun, and on which considerable sums have al- 

been expended. On the contrary, I under- 


_ 
stanc pe pareey to admit that theremay be some || 


policy and wisdom in making such appropriations 
as are necessary for works of this character; and 


admission on his part, I wish to return my ac- | 


knowledgements for even this concession. 1] 
The chairman of the Committee of Ways and || 


Means [Mr. aaeres took occasion to allude to a | 
fortification in which a large number of my con- | 
stituents are immediately interested. I allude to | 
the appropriation of $50,000 for Fort Delaware, | 
on the Pea Patch Island. If it had not been that 
that appropriation was imperatively called for by 
the condition of the defences of that river, in 
which both my own State and the States of Penn- 
sylvania and New Jersey are interested; if it was 
not that they are all deeply and vitally interested | 
in this small and limited appropriation, 1 should | 
not feel it my duty at this time to trespass for a | 
single moment on the attention of the committee; | 
for I do not rise merely to make a speech or to ex- 

press such views as I individually entertain on this 

subject, but to make known the sentiments and | 
expectations of those whom I represent on this | 
floor, and who are so deeply interested in this ap- | 
propriation. Now I will say what, perhaps, may 
not have occurred to the mind of any gentleman, 
that not only is the defence of the bdlaware ne- 
cessary to protect the three States that I have al- 
ready named, and the city of Philadelphia fram 
sudden assaults by the armed marine of any of | 
the great maritime Powers of the world, but it is 

a fact which ought to be known, that a solitary | 
frigate or sloop of war could command the whole | 
of thht great chain of communication, the railroad | 
between the northern and the southern extremes of | 
our country—that great and continuous line of | 


communication by railroad, extending from this || 


city to New York and Boston, and even to the | 
extreme North. Gentlemen who have traveled | 
upon it cannot have failed to observe that it runs | 
for miles immediately along the banks of the river | 
Delaware, and, in military phrase, is commanded | 
by it, so that a fleet, or even a single frigate, sta- 
tioned at certain points on that line, could entirely 
check and arrest all communication by means of it. 
It is true that there are other routes in the interior, 
but for the speedy transportation of munitions of 


war and of troops for the defence of the country, | 
if necessary, that great chain of communication | 


is, perhaps, as important to the country as a dozen 


nication will be liable to be interrupted at any mo- 
ment without this defence of Fort Delaware. 

But, Mr. Chairman, nojwithstanding we live 
in an age of reform and progress, when the bold 
and radical spirit of the does not hesitate to 
lay its ruthless hand on everything, however sanc- 
tified by time, or confirmed by science and ex- 
verience; yet I believe I can say that the many 
loadialite gentlemen on this floor, who are so 
impatient to subvert and overthrow this whole 
system of military defences, are not the first mili- 
tary reformers who have arisen to enlighten the 
world with the novelty and originality of their 
conceptions as to the best and cheapest mode of 
defending a country against a foreign invasion. | 
believe we have presented, in a comedy of a past 
age, called “Every Man in his Humor,” an amus- 
ing character, a military reformer, whose views 
on this subject were far more radical and economi- 
cal than any we have heard on this floor, and 
who, perhaps, would not be entirely out of place 
in this discussion. I allude, without intending any 
application by the remark to any particular gen- 
tleman—there are so many who share in thesesen- 
timents of change and reformation—to a distin- 
guished character known in comedy, I believe, as 
Capt. Bobadill. He was the first great military re- 
former, if| mistake not, of modern times, and he pro- 

sed a very expeditious and perhaps the cheapest 
mode of defending his country against invasion that 
has ever yet occurred to the fertile imagination of 
any man. He proposed to take the field in person, 


‘| and our own day, and to abandon it alioged 


| of the United States. 
forts along the seaboard, and that speedy commu- | 


| as this, 


|| He sen 
|| form and seiiled polic 
|| many years past, to make these surveys and these 
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| the enemy to deadly combat, twenty 

and kill them; twenty more, and kill th 
on until, by this cheap and simple method, he had 
dispatched by ‘‘ computation”’ the whole force of 
the enemy, and brought about a suspension of 
hostilities. Now gentlemen who propose to re. 


ata time, 
em, and so 


form the whole system of military defences, as 
they have been adopted and maintained in al] parts 
| of the world, from the earliest dawn of modern 

military science, down to the times of Na 


leon 


' I ner as 
entirely unnecessary and useless in the present age 


of the world, and the strongand populous conditioy 
of the country, rely upon schemes and modes of de. 
fence scarcely less novel and ridiculous than that 
suggested and originated by this confident and ep. 
| thusiastic military reformer—this illustrious hero 
so renowned in comedy. F 
But, Mr. Chairman, will you, and will this 
House, refuse the small amount of appropriations 
which is asked for in this bill? Wil gentlemen, 
because they have no personal knowledge of the 


'| necessity of these works, and merely because they 


have not that military skill and science which js 
necessary to constitute them compeétent judges of 
| these fortifications, and of the public exigencies 
| which may require them—will they, I ask, sir, re- 
| nounce and abandon this system in a_ hasty and 
impatient moment, and vote dow’ this bill? Can 
we not trust with safety the experience of those 
who are educated and employed by the Govern- 
ment for the purpose of furnishing us with such 
information as we may require in regard to them? 
As the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Bown] 
has justly observed, we are bound to rely upon 
the information furnished by the engineers at- 
| tached to the Army of the United States, as to the 
necessity of these works and the appropriations 
| asked for. And we certainly are bound to exempt 


|| them from any imputation of interested motives 


in the discharge of this duty, because they are not 
to receive one dollar of these appropriations, and 
| have no personal interest -in the prosecution of 
| these works. Their military pay will go on with 
| or without them. Your fortification on the Dela- 
ware is of no individual benefit to the few military 
gentlemen who are there stationed, or to the skill- 
ful and scientific engineer who now has the man- 
agement ofthe construetion of that work. It is 
of no importance whatever in this aspect to him. 
If the further prosecution of that fortification is 
to be abandoned, he can readily, and without the 
slightest sacrifice or inconvenience to himself, 
oo up his military trappings and move away. 
Ie is paid as much for doing nothing as when all 
these works are going on. And so with all others 
who have any sort of connection with the Army 
They, therefore, may justly 
claim to be exonerated from any such imputation 
Tt is not these gentlemen who ask for 
| these sees temas Thy is your ane of War. 
s them forth, in accordance with the uni- 

of the Government for 


reports; and if you can now afford to dispense 


|| with these services altogether, you have, in my 


|| judgment, but one more step to take in that direc- 
| tion, and that is to dispense with the War De- 
|| partment, Secretary, and all, and to abolish the 
| whole establishment forthwith. If this system of 
| defence is no longer needed, then a_ large portion 
|| of the military force of the country is entirely un- 
| necessary; and it will be the part of wisdom, and 
1 not of wisdom only, but of obvious consistency, 
] for honorable gentlemen to take that step, extreme 
| though it be, as speedily as possible. :' 
But, Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the opin- 
|| ions entertained on the other side of the House in 
| regard to certain appropriations contained in this 
|| bill for fortifications now for the first time origin- 
|| ated, I will not believe, I cannot believe that, 
when a !arge amount of money has been already 
|| appropriated by the Government for the prosecu- 
| tion of a work now rapidly proceeding to its com- 
| 





pletion, and for which only some small sum com- 
|| paratively is required to cones it, that gentle- 
|| men will withhold that small sum. It would be 
|| the most unwise policy which could possibly be 
suggested. I therefore flatter myself with the hope 
that if any appropriations in this bill are to be re- 
'| jected, that gentlemen would make a proper dis- 





say about the tenth of March, armed at all points, || tinction in favor of such fortifications as have 


precisely cap-a-pie, with nineteen others as valiant 
as himself, and to challenge the same number of 


|| completed. 


| already been commenced, and are now nearly 
With these remarks, 1 will, at the 
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uest of my honorable friend from Maryland, 
ir. McLang,] yield thed@oor to him, as | have | 
nothing further which I now desire te say. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, moved that the | 
committee rise, that the debate might be closed. 

Mr. BOWLIN disputed the right of the gentle- 
man from Maryland to the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he had yielded the floor to | 
the gentleman from Maryland. : 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Green) said that the | 
rentieman from Delaware certainly had a right to 
ld the floor to the ne from Maryland. 
' Mr. JONES said that the gentleman could only | 
yield the floor for an raeeetes. 

Mr. HOUSTON said that if he had not the 
right to yield the floor, he would himself make the | 
motion that the committee rise, as it was the wish | 
of gentlemen upon both sides of the House, and | 
of those who had more particularly the manage- 
ment of the bill that the debate should be termi- | 


ted. 

"Me. STEPHENS, of Georgia, rose to a point | 
of order. Did he understand the Chair to The } 
decided that the gentleman from Delaware had 
nota right to yield the floor during the progress | 


of his remarks, for a motion that the committee | 





rise? 

The CHAIRMAN said that he had decided | 
that the gentleman from Delaware had a right to 
do it. 

Mr. HOUSTON said that he would then yield | 
the floor to the gentleman from Maryland, to 
make that motion. : 

Mr. JONES raised the point of order, that the 
gentleman from Delaware could not, under the | 
rules and practice of the House, yield the floor | 
even for an explanation, without the unanimous 
consent; and that the gentleman from Maryland | 
[Mr. McLane] having had the floor on this sub- | 
ject, was not entitled to it again. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, said that the 
gentleman from Tennessee was certainly mis- 
taken. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN stated that it had been the | 
invariable practice of the House for one member | 
to yield the floor to another for a motion to rise. 


what was the object in moving that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. JONES appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. He said that it had been the uniform 
practice of the House, and consequently of the 
committee, that a gentleman occupying the floor 
could not yield it to another, except for explana- 
tion. The gentleman from aes [Mr. Me- 
Lane] having had the floor, it could not be yielded 
to him for any purpose but explanation. When | 
it was yielded to him, or when he rose to address 
the Chair, the Chair could not know what his ob- 
ject was in obtaining the floor, and consequently 
could not assign itto him. The Chair could not | 
know whether the gentleman from Maryland rose 
to make a motion or to speak, and he not being | 
entitled to the floor, the gentleman from Delaware | 
could not’ yield it to him, except for explanation. | 

Mr. McLANE begged to submit to the Chair | 
and to the committee, that the uniform practice 

Mr. CARTTER (interposing) raised the point | 
of order, that the appeal was not debatable. | 


TS 





The CHAIRMAN decided that the appeal was 
debatable. 

Mr. McLANE suggested that it was the uni- 
form practice of the House for a gentleman to 
give way for a motion that the committee rise, and 
the gentleman thus yielding was entitled to the | 
floor when the House again went into commit- 
tee, 

After a remark or two from Mr. Bow un in op- 
osition to the right of the gentleman from Mary- | 
and to make the motion— 

Mr. STRONG moved, in order to save time, to | 
lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. sWEETSER called for tellers, and they | 
were not ordered, and the committee was proceed- | 
ing to divide, when 

ir. JONES raised the point of order, that the | 
motion to lay the appeal on the table was not in 
order, as there was no table in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STRONG withdrew his motion to lay the 

appeal upon the table. 

he CHAIRMAN stated the question before 
the cormmittee. The gentleman from Delaware, 
(Mr. Housron,]not having completed his remarks, 
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It was not, of course, for the Chair to inquire \| 
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or yielded the floor, gave way to the gentleman | 
from Maryland [Mr. McLane] to make a motion | 
that the committee rise: the Chair decides that he || 
had aright so to do, and from that decision an ap- | 
peal is taken. | 

The question was then taken on the appeal, 
‘‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the || 
judgment of the committee ?”’ and it was decided || 
in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The question was then taken on the motion that 
the committee rise, and it was agreed to. 

So the committee rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the chairman of the committee || 
reported progress. 

Mr. BAYLY offered the usual resolution to 
close debate in Committee of the Whole on the || 
fortification bill in half an hour, and called for the || 
previous question. * 

Mr. JONES said that it was Saturday, and the 
22d of February, and he therefore moved that the | 
House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

‘The previous question received a second, and the || 
main question was ordered; which main question || 
was first on agreeing to the resolution to ete de- | 
bate. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the House again resolved itself into | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, (Mr. Green in the chair.) 

Mr. BOWLIN obtained the floor, and said: I 
am opposed to this bill, Mr. Chairman, in folo, || 
and I wish to avail myself of this opportunity of 
declaring my sentiments and views in relation to | 
it; and if in doing so, I should unfortunately tra- 
verse some of the speeches of our friends on this 
side of the House, who were reading people out 
of the Democratic party a few days ago, I hope 
they will pardon me. [| will remark, before pro- 





| ceeding to a general view: of the bill, that the gen- 


tleman from Delaware [Mr. Houston] seems to 
think that this system being old ought to be kept 
up; that all those who are opposed to the bill are 
perfect radicals, and he likens them to a certain 
Captain Bobadill, who was the founder of this 
new system. lam not a military man. I never 
held a military commission in my life; though I 
was once,in my boyhood, elected captain of a mili- 
tia company, but the county court could not grant 
the recommendation for the commission under the 
Virginia restriction rule of executive appointments. 


military science do not belong to Ca 
dill, but to Frederick the Great and Napoleon. 
And, sir, when Napoleon set forth his grand sys- 
tem of abandoning posts and abandoning maga- 
zines, and moved with a celerity that astonished 
the civilized world, conquering victory after vic- 
tory, we heard the old song sung then, as now, 
that he was violatin 
military science. hat was the origin of the | 
wonderful revolution in military service. Why, 
sir, this plan of building up fortifications upon || 
our coast is a cowardly one. It has an example | 
only in the pety chieftains that inhabited the | 
banks of the Rhine in the fourteenth century. || 
The power of this country is not in her military | 
osts, but in the strength, vigor, and bravery of | 
ber free sons. She wants “no towers along her || 
steeps.”” She roe none. Although at one || 
period of the world’s history, these fortifications | 
may have been useful—as I do not pretend to || 
doubt they were—yet, in these days of science | 
and improvements; in this nineteenth century, 
when we are sending the newsgJong the lightning |) 
line with the rapidity of the lightning itself, and | 
sweeping over the earth by the power of steam; 
when all these improvements have been brought | 
to bear in the world, of what use is it under Hea- 
ven to keep on building up those dark and frown- | 
ing towers upon our coast? I will tell you what | 
they are built for, they are built for the purpose 
of appropriating money. They have just about | 
the same utility as, and are a part of, the system | 
of policy that erected the pyramids of Egypt, to | 
give employment to labor in particular sections of | 
ibe country. I am against the whole of them. | 
Why, sir, the improvement in science and in || 
steam navigation have set them all at naught. || 


"2 Boba- || 


Ay GLOBR. 


| would be madness to attempt to invade us. 


pe 
» 
, 


'| But I undertake to say, that the improvements of || 


|| contribution. 
all the antiquated rules of || 





When you had a sail-rigged vessel borne along by | 
the reluctant winds past these fortifications, they | 
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might have been of some use to check its progress 
and drive it back. But when the magnificent 
steamer, running at the rate of twenty-five or 
thirty miles an hour, comes past them, they are as 
useless as a blast of wind to check its progress, 
Sir, the defence of this country is to be found in 
the military reputation of her people. It is to be 
found in the fact that we have no competing nation 
on this continent of America, and that the nation 
which seeks to invade us has to come from such 
a distance that she can never make any progress, 
whether we have fortifications or not. TI look 
upon this whole system of fortifications as utterly 
useless. ‘The age has past, it has gone by, when 


| these fortifications were necessary—as much gone 
| by, in my humble opinion, as in the days of Na- 


yoleon, the age of posts and magazines had gone 
r . . - . - 
»y. The time has arrived for us to quit them, and 


| we were never in a better situation to quit them. 


Let us then quit them. 

Why gentlemen upon this floor talk as if we 
were a nation of cowards, and could be conquered 
by every petty power that thought proper to tres- 
pass upon our rights. Isthat the character of the 
American people? Is that the character of Ameri- 
can freemen, every one of whom is a hero in the 


|| defence of his country? From the arguments which 
| we hear upon this floor, one might infer that we 


were as weak as the Republic of San Marino, and 
that our people were as cowardly as theirs are. 


| You must have fortifications to keep off an ene- 


my! I undertake to say that there is not a nation 


| on the face of the globe that will ever dare to in- 
| vade our soil. 


Not one. I do not believe that 
there is a nation under the broad heavens that 


| would have the temerity to dare to put, or attempt 


to put their foot-prints upon our soil. Whatever 


| wars we may have hereafter will be wars in which 
| we shall be the invading power, or wars upon the 


hich seas. 

Why, sir, by the use of our railroads we can 
throw a million of men into any quarter of the 
United States, on the shortest possible notice. It 
A 
combination of all Europe could not touch us. 
These things have been useful, but the age for them 
has gone past. The improvements of the age have 
rendered them utterly worthless. It is time that 
this vigoreus young nation should throw aside 


| these old antiquated notions, of fortifying our coun- 


try by towers along the ocean steeps, and should 


| depend upon the bone and sinew-and muscle of 


freemen to defend our rights; and I undertake to 
tnat they will always be secure. 

ut, sir, it is idle to attempt to fortify the Ameri- 
can coast. It is utterly useless. I cannot calcu- 


| late the thousands of forts that would be necessary. 


| 
! 


The whole revenues of the country would not 
fortify it. And does one portion of the country 


| deserve fortifications more than another? 


We are told that our cities will be laid under 
Why, sir, if we have any cities on 
the Atlantic coast that cannot repel any force that 
can be thrown upon then, they deserve to be put 
under contribution. Sir, these fortifications are 
useless. They are too expensive, and now is 
surely the time to put a stop to them. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another matter in 
regard to this bill. Iam shocked, I am perfectly 
astonished to see gentlemen on this side of the 
House supporting it. Why, sir, do you know 
that this is “a log-rolling bill?”? [Laughter.] 
Do you know that some fifteen or sixteen States 
are interested in the passage of this bill? Do you 
know that this bill is to be passed by a combina- 
tion of States and by the expenditure of money? 
We were told the other day that a certain bill, be- 
cause it would benefit a portion of the people, was 
a most abhorrentthing. And, sir, I rose as niuch 
to inquire after and hunt up the Democratic party 
as I did to oppose this bill—both most worthy and 
patriotic objects. [Laughter.] We have seen 
the Democratic party read out by sections. The 
other day my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Srrona,| thinking a little duty ought to be added 
on iron and coal, started a project for that purpose, 
and instantly he and his Democratic friends who 
voted with him were weighed in the balance and 
found wanting. [Laughter.] The next section 
went out on the river and harbor bill. Another 
section went out on the steamboats, [laughter,] 
and now the last remnant is to go out on this bill. 

Mr. JONES. Not quite. 

Mr. BOWLIN. e are a little in the situa- 




















Sb: ee ae ee 


vi 
ae 


eee 


Seegea rion 4? 3.5 








' 
- a ae Py 
Le Ot Cake me AR me ce ae 
































































































































































































































































































































646 


tion of the non-covenanting Jews of old, 
whom the Pree denounced that * it shall come 





‘to pass that him that escapeth the sword of Ha- || fence of the great emporiums of trade and com- 
+ vael, shall Jehu slay and him that escapeth the | merce. I hold that it is a system that is of great 
E | importance for the preservation of our commerce. 


‘ sword of Jehu, shall Elishaslay.”’ [Greatlaugh- 
ter.] If we escape being weighed down by iron 
and coal, we must be snagged in the Mississippi; 


| 
| 


| 
| 


But if you must proceed in this matter, as some 
gentlemen urge, to abolish this system, let it be 


and if we escape the snags in the Mississippi, we || done with deliberation and caution, and with pru- 
must go down with the steamers, or with this bill. || dence, too. Without full and careful considera- 


{Renewed laughter.] So that it appears to me 
that the party is all gone. Ido not know where 


worthy and honorable Speaker, who, it would be 
invidious for me to say, preserves his party alle- 
giance under the blessing of that glorious rule 
which does not allow him to vote. [Laughter.] 
I will not say that. Jt would be improper to sa 

it. But I think he might say, as the prophet Eli- 
jah said on a similar occasion, when the Jews 
were falling from faith, “I, even I only remain a 


pcp of the Lord, but Baal’s prophets are four | 


iundred and fifty men,”’ All the rest are gone. 


‘‘I, even I only, am left.”” (Laughter.] I am 
now in pursuit of the Democratic party. It has 
massed away between the* various propositions 


which have been discussed here during afew days | 


vast. { have net participated in these discussions. 
have sat here in perfect astonishment, while I 
saw the great body of the Democratic party read 
out by sections, and I want now to find out 


where in the name of God the rest are left. Ido 


hope that the Democratic party will rally against | 
Let 

us rally upon it, and let it be like the solemn coy- | L 
‘ || the interior and agricultural portions of the coun- 


this bill and restore ourselves to confidence. 


enant of the Jews, the controlling bond of union 
to bring the party again together. 
on it, without sacrificing any feeling, as it is a use- 
less and reckless expenditure, which public econ- 
omy requires should be stopped. 
the manner may seem harsh, all experience shows 
that it is the only one that can apply the remedy. 


There is no stopping it, but by refusing the ap- | 


propriation, 


They are always finishing—never 
finished, 


And as long as we grant money, they 


never will be finished; and would be useless, if | 


they ever were, 
form upon this bill, stop this useless draft upon 


Then let us commence the re- | 


to find it now, unless, indeed, we find it in our 


We can unite | 


And though | 


the Treasury, and reunite the Democracy under | 
the banner of economy and reform—upon a || 


measire that so imperiously demands their ap- 
plication. 


Mr. JOHN A. KING said: It has been argued 


by some of those gentlemen who oppose this bill, | 


that if these forts are required on the sea-board, 


they are required on the rivers in the interior of || ® . 
| time now to go into a general expression of my 
views in reference to the system of fortifications, | 


the country; or at least it is put forward as a 


reason why the bill should not pass, that it pro- | 


pn appropriations for fortifications on the sea- 


voard, and not for forts on the interior rivers; 


that they are very much confined to the great 


ports of the country; and thet, if those appropria- 


tions are not to be made for works in the interior, | 


at points distant from the sea, therefore they are 
not needed, or should not be granted for the sea- 
board. Now I think that there is a great mistake 
in this course of argument. Forts placed near the 


large commercial cities, and defending the ap- | 
proaches to them, not only protect the cities them- | 


selves and the commerce that immediately belongs 
to them, but also protect the commerce of the in- 
terior. 
ways, 


interior being exposed to danger from invasion, by 


And it accomplishes this object in two | 
It not only prevents the posstisy of the |) 


preventing any foreign vessels from entering the | 


| 


i 


tion, it is not for usto say that the time has come 
for us to abandon our fortifications; it is not for us 
rashly to overturn a system that has been so long 
established, and in carrying out which se much 
money has been expended. 

Again: it is said that the armed steamers that 
have been introduced into the navies of civilized 
nations render these forts altogether useless as a 
means of defence; that it is rendered less neces- 


sary to put the country in a state of defence to re- 


pel a sudden assault. But, I tell you that these 


steamers render double precaution and increased 
defence necessary to repel probable attacks. Forts 


will be even more useful than ever, and will be 
more needed. A steamer, no better than a sailing 


| vessel, can pass a well-mounted and attended fort 


—no steamer would dare attempt it. A well-main- 


tained fire from cannon and mortars would intimi- 
date any steamer from attempting any approach. 
This bill contemplates giving increased power and 


| efficiency to this indispensable means of defending 


the country. Do not, then, without full examina- 
tion and matured conviction that it is proper, de- 
termine to withold the appropriations required. 
This bill will conduce as much to the benefit of 


try, as it will to the benéfit of the large commer- 
cial cities on the seaboard. It cannot, therefore, 


| be considered a bill proposing appropriations that 


_ 


are sectional in their character—the appropria- 
tions, although bestowed in the improvement of 


forts ee localities, will not more protect | 


or benefit those localities than the country gener- 
ally. 
t diatihes trust, in view of what I consider to 
be the exigencies of the country, that the bill will 
ass. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said: I rise 
partly for the purpose of giving notice that at the 
pare time I will introduce an amendment to this 
ill, for the purpose of fortifying Ship Island, on 


| the southern coast of the Mississippi; and when I 
| offer that amendment I shall sustain it by an 


/nor do I design doing it. 


official report from the Department of the survey 
of that coast, and designating this particular point 
as the proper place for a fortification. I have not 


The report to which I 


allude is an official one, and was made, I[ am glad 


to say, by an officer of this Government, whose 
fidelity to his official duty is above reproach. I 
wish I could say as much for all the officers of the 
Government at this time, and for all those who 
have gone before them. ‘There was a time, Mr. 


Chairman, when it was the pride and boast of || 


this country, that when men were elevated to high 
official position, they had at least a right to lay 


| some claim to be called ‘‘ gentlemen.’’ ‘That day, 


I am pained, as an American citizen, to say, has 
passed by, and if not called to order, [ am pre- 
pared to show an exhibition of conduct, which 
at least shall take one of those who recently occu- 
pied a high official position in this country off the 


catalogue of ** gentlemen,”’ and that will eee 
| 


t 


| 
i} 
} 
| 





take him off the catalogue of gentlemen, but wi 
put him in the catalogue of blackguards and 
I hold in my hand a speech de- 


river, but such of the commerce of the interior as 
may be carried on with those large emporiums of || . 
trade are immediately protected. By placing these || Calumniators. 


forts, therefore, on the sea-board, it is not only || 


pert cities and localities that are defended, | 
rut the interior—indeed, the country generally, | 


that is protected from danger. This policy of 
erecting fortifications for the defence of the coun- | 


try isa long-established one, and I do not think | 


that the time has yet come for usto abandonit. I | 
feel assured that the cOmmittee will not, without 
examination, conclude to discontinue the system— 


a system which, during the war of 1812, proved 
so incontestably to be a source of the greatest pro- 
tection to the commerce and wealth of the country, 


I say I do not think that the time has come for this, | 


So long as it is the duty of Government to defend 


this common country, do I think that it will be | 
found necessary to continue this policy. And until || 


eel. 





that time shall come when Government shall cease |! 


livered a very few d®ys since elsewhere, and which 
makes reference to a proceeding in this House, in 
which ! bore an humble part. I beg leave, in the 
short tinse that remains to me, to call the attention 
of the committee to one or two points in that 
speech. After commenting on the conduct of the 
committee in a manner which showed gross ig- 
norance of what they had done, or a malicious 
intent to traduce and misrepresent them, he al- 
ludes to their appointment thus: 


* As an act of justice to the Speaker of the House, I will 
say that he was clearly right in placing on that committee a 
majority favorable to the investigation. I will say further, 
that he did me justice in the selection of the minority mem- 
bers. They were men of high character and capacity, and 


they did me full justice. The wrong that I complain of 


from the Speaker was his appointing the accuser upon the 
comunittee, and especially as its chairman; and more espe- 
cially that he put no man on the majority of the committee 


i 
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cainst f to be called on to defend the Union, it will be | of —— oO ~~ mee If there had been of that m 
: : . |, jority one m ele for 
| found necessary to place fortifications for the de- || position—one who valued his own. pe i fopuaation a 


| justice and correctness above his party 


} 








high political character and 


ice 8 lance, the in- 
vestigation would not have lasted a weck. But there were 


none such.” 
When before, in the whole history of legis|,- 


tion, was it ever — that the mover of a 
or 


resolution—although it might be a resolution to 
inquire into the conduct of a high executive off. 


| cer—had a right to be chairman of the investiga. 


ting committee? Yet elsewhere the presiding of. 
ficer of this House is arraigned, with a degree of 


| impudence and insolence unequaled in the histor 


of Congressional legislation, before a a high lesis- 


lative body and before the country, for an exhibj- 


tion of partiality in this matter. Sir, I appeal to 
every member of this House, whether Whig or 
Democratic, to say if it has not been the uniform 
practice of the House to appoint the mover of 


'resolution calling for a select committee to the 


chairmanship of that committee? 
But hear this man again: 


**The truth is, the committee knew nothing of the su)b- 
jects which they undertook to investigate. It was an ey- 
periment—an exploring expedition. They were around me 
on every side, like the prophet of Midian around the tents 
of Israel, trying to find a spot from which they might curse 
mej; but, unlike that prophet, though they failed to fing 
such a spot, they nevertheless uttered the curse.”’ 


1, of course, have nothing to say in reference to 
the humble part which I bore in the transaction; 


|| but for my colleagues of the majority of that com- 


|| information, which [ gave in written answers. 


| mittee, { feel that, unasked and unsolicited, I may 
| speak on this occasion. And Lask theif colleagues 
| here, I ask their associates on this floor, whether 


| - . - . 
| more barefaced impudence, more unblushing in- 


| solence was ever exhibited anywhere towards any 
| set of gentlemen than is exhibited in this speech? 
| How dare this man arraign the motives of a com- 
| mittee of this House, and say that they were un- 
| just, and that they were influenced by improper 
| motives towards himself? Ignorance, partiality, 
| injustice, and a wicked intention to convict with- 
| out evidence, are all charged in these extracts, 
| Not content with all these charges he goes on: 
| “In the beginning of the investigation, and during its 
| progress, letters were sent me by the committee asking for 
| In some of 
| these I maintained positions of law, in others I explained 
facts, showing very clearly my action in each case, and the 


|| reason on which it was founded. When the report of the 


| committee was published, all save one of those letters were 
suppressed—I know not and I care not by whom. It is 
enough for me that they were suppressed, and do not any 
where appear in the published document.” 

It is here charged that the committee, or some 
member of it, suppressed these documents. The 
| charge is infamously false and slanderous. There 
| were no documents suppressed, and the author 
of that speech knew it when he es the 
speech! Sup Pe Maa How could they 
be suppressed ? ere they suppressed because 
| they were not published? No, sir, none of the 
| documents were published, as was well known to 
/this man when he uttered the slander. The au- 
thor of this speech says of the minority of the 

committee, that they were able, just, and patriotic 
men. Inthename of God, then, where were they, 
with all their intelligence, with all their wisdom, 
with all their patriotism, and I may add, their de- 
_votion to Thomas Ewing, when these important 
documents were suppressed? No, sir; it is buta 
| mean attempt to screen himself from the responst- 
bility of having outraged the law, and outraged 
all the decencies of official position in the transac- 
tion, about which that committee was charged to 








inquire. Itis amazing to see with what effrontery 
this man puts forth falsehood under the mask of 
| truth. ear him: : 


‘ But the report of the majority, after they had made it, 


| impugning me for the two above-named opinions of the 
| Attorney General, and for the blunder of the Commis- 
| sioner of Pensions, which I had long before corrected, 
| was voted down by their own political friends in the House. 

The absurdity and injustice were too even for party 

drill to sustain it; and the chairman of the committee was 
' placed in the unenviable position of a false accuser and 
| unjust judge.” 


| If his throat had not been as capaci 


heart is wicked, this falsehood would have stuck 


_in it and choked him to a sense ef decency. 


It is perfectly well known that the resolution 
gentleman from Virginia, Pe 
this House by 
vote—the mover, and one of 
r. Powext,] being the only 
And yet, sir, we have 


offered by the : 

Bayty,] as a substitute for the resolutions 0 
_committee, was passed th 
almost a strict part 
his colleagues, [ ’ 
| Democrats who systained it. 





jous as his 


-_ — 


man 1. & G& Goes oe ae ob 
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this senatorial declaration that the report of the 
iittee was voted down by their own political 
friends. e all know how that transaction was 
managed, and I need not comment on it here. It 
was not voted down by Democrats, but by Whigs, 
aided by two Demoerats, and on grounds not at 
ail creditable to Mr. Ewing. 

This debate closes, | know, in ten minutes from 
the time I rose to — It is impossible that I 
can do mote than glance at the prominent points 
of this singular tissue of falsehood and defama- 

on. 

7 What was the duty of the Secretary of the In- 
terior? All must odenit that it was his duty to 
give his personal attention to official business, and 


comin 


see . . . . 
act on his own best judgment, aided by the advice 
and counsel of others. Did hedo it? Let him 
speak for himself—I know not that he is worthy 
ef credit, even when he speaks against himself. 
But here is his testimony. Speaking of the sev- 
eral cases embraced in the report, he says: 

“The second was what is called the Chickasaw ense. It 
was one of much detail, and its merits, whatever they were, 
had to be drawn from a huge volume of papers, which I had 
no time to examine or consider. I therefore referred it, un- 
touched, to the Attorney General. When, after some 
months, he retarned it to me with his opinon, a person rep- 
resenting himself as agent of the Chickasaws, or some of 


them, objected that there was some evidence or arguments | 


which had not been before that officer, when he decided it. 
| thereupon reopened the case, remanded it to the Attorney 
General, and requested him to reéxamine it; this he did, 
and on his certifying to me his final opinion, I directed my 
subordinate officers to carry it into effect. This was my 
whole agency in the Chickasaw case; and these were the 
only cases in which a majority of the committee were able 
to screw themselves up to a report against me.”’ 


He referred it, ‘*‘ untowched,’’ to the Attorney 
General. Itwas a ** huge volume of papers,” and 
he did not touch it. 
it. Well, sir, the committee found time to ex- 
amine it. Wedid examine it, and we found there 
conclusive evidence that the money ought not to 
have been paid. Sir, there was a day in the his- 
tory of this country when high public officers, 
charged with the performance of high duties, them- 
selves performed those duties. When before did 
the insolence of offcial position dare to avow that 
ithad not looked into the papers in a case involv- 
ing heavy liabilities, and on which it had actually 
pad the large sum of $56,000? He referred them 
untouched to the Attorney General! Was this a 
proper discharge of official duty? 
gods would destroy they first make mad!’’ 
Would any but a madman—knave though he 
might be—have thus confessed his own official de- 


ne What was the gist of the charges 
against him? Gross neglect of duty, and with 


7 


having paid money from the Treasury without au- 
thority of law. nd what does he confess in this 
case? Why, sir, that he paid the money, not on 
his own judgment, but on the judgment of the At- 
torney General. He did not touch the ‘papers. 
Was it not his duty by the law to pay the money, 
ifatall,on his own judgment? And can he screen 
himself from responsibility by saying he failed to 
discharge his duty ? 
touched the papers? I doubt if the Attorney Gen- 
eral ever read them. The money was paid, and 
your committee made the first critical examina- 
tion that was made of the subject. Ewing 
says the committee did not understand the case, 
though they spent more than an entire month in 
the investigation of it. But he understood it, 
though he never touched the papers in all his life. 
Incomparable modesty! 

It is the misfortune of some men to be cursed 
with an obliquity of moral vision, and to see noth- 
ing but glory and renown in that whieh to the 
balance of mankind is naked, unadorned infamy. 
Ewing says there was no man on the majority of 
the committee of leading mind and talent. “He 
complains that no one of the majority was a man 
of elevation—of high political position—and he 
thinks if it had been otherwise, he would have es- 
caped conviction, I have no comment to make on 
this supercilious fling at the gentlemen of the com- 
mittee. Not one of them, I am sure, would ex- 


change his hymble, but honorable obscurity, for 
the conspicuous infamy which will render immor- 
tal the name of Thomas Ewing. 

{Here the Chairman’s hammer fell, the hour 
having arrived for closing the debate.] 

Mr. BAYLY said: In the opening remarks that 
I made upon this bill I felt it to be my duty to pre- 


that the Government suffered no injustice, to | 


He had no time to examine | 


“©Whom the | 


Was it not his duty to have | 


| 








| 
| 


| 


H 


sent, as fully and clearly as I could, a view of the 
whole case. In closing, I shall only add such re- 
marks as I deem necessary in reply to the argu- 
ments that have been presented in opposition to 
the bill. I must confess that L.was surprised to 


hear so many references made to the last, and | 


revolutionary war, to show the utter uselessness 
of our fortifications. We all know that it was 
the experience of the revolutionary war that 
caused the Father of his Country to say, that in 
time of peace we should prepare for war. The 
system of fortifications was commenced in his time, 
and continued under his successors until 1812, 
when it received a fresh impulse. Ever since 
Washington’s time, every President, and especially 
General Jackson, fostered this system. It is a no- 
torious fact that larger appropriations were made 
during General Jackson’s administration than du- 
ring that of any of his predecessors. And when it 
was he that more especially fostered this system, | 
will gentlemen call on the Democratic party to 
rally against it? Will the Democratic party at 
this day be willing to come forward and cast the 


| imputation they thus would on Jackson’s policy ? 


Even under the administration of Mr. Polk, du- 
ring the war when we required all our resources 
to prosecute it, appropriations for fortifications 
were continued. 

But, sir, the gentleman from Missouri says that 
from the days of Frederick the Great the policy of 
fortifications has been scouted. Why, the fortifi- 
cations that Frederick the Great dispensed with, 
were not fortifications to protect cities from a fleet; 
not to afford a safe asylum for commerce; but they 
were those interior fortifications that I admit have 
become an obsolete idea. If it be true, as the gen- 
tleman says, that the policy is a useless one, what 


| an imputation does he cast on the judgment of the 


Father of his Country ? 


What an imputation does 
he cast upon Jackson? 


Again, he says that the 


| greatest captain of the age, and the greatest men 


that have ever lived, have pronounced against a 
system of fortifications. Of this, as well as of 
armed steamers running twenty-five and thirty 
miles per hour, I think no one but the gentleman 
from Missouri could have heard. The gentleman 
from Missouri says that he thinks that these armed 
steamers will render these fortifications nugatory. 
In this he is entirely mistaken. He talks of the 
steamers running so fast that they will run past a 
fort before they could be fired into. These forts 
have a range embracing the furthest approach 
and the furthest departure; and in the period of 
time that it would take a steamer to pass the whole 
range of the fort fifty broadsides could be fired 
into her, and she would be annihilated. If you 
were to talk to a military man of a steamer passing 
Fort Munroe, or Fort Independence into Boston 
harbor, he would laugh at you, if not for your ig- 
norance, at least for your credulity. But again: 
the gentleman from Missouri says that in my ar- 
gument in favor of these works | seem to go upon 
the supposition that the American nation is a na- 
tion of cowards, that are not able to fight without 
fortifications. 

Now, I have often found it to be the case, that 
those are the most courageous that are furthest 
removed from danger. The people in the west- 
ern country are in no risk of losing their St. 
Louis, or Cincinnati, or Louisville, or of having 
them bombarded by a British or a French fleet; 
and therefore they cry out that it is cowardice in 
the cities on the sea-board to demand protection 
from probable assault. But the gentleman again 
says, that no nation will ever invade us. Ifthe gen- 
tleman means by that that no nation will ever at- 
tempt to march into the interior of the country, | 
agree with him. But that futureglifficulties may not 
arise, and a hostile navy may not be hovering upon 
our coast and ready to bombard our towns—if 
that is what he means, then I say that he is utterly 
ignorant of human nature and the probability of 
future wars. 

He asserts, again, that we could atany moment, 
by means of our railroads, concentrate a million of 
men at any given point, to repel a threatened at- 
tack. Well, admitting the possibility of its being 
done, (though I confess the number is a startling 
one,) I should like to know what your million of 
men would do with a British fleet three miles off 
bombarding a city? This course of argument in 
opposition, shows that the gentleman is ignorant 
of military affairs. The calibre of the guns em- 
ployed by field troops are very inferior to those 
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| be too large to be manned. 
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of a seventy-four. The guns of a seventy-four 
ship-of-war are of much greatér calibre than the 
usual class of field-pieces, and if they were large 
enough to cope with guns of a ship, they would 
The guns of a 


| fort are of much larger calibre than that of field- 


pieces, and are the only class fitted to engage with 


} 
those of ships of war. 
| 


Again: the gentleman from Missouri has un- 
dertaken to assert that this is a log-rolling bill, 
because sixteen States are provided for im it. 
The gentleman forgets that very few of the for- 
tifications of our country are provided for in this 
bill. The greater part of them are completed, and 


| no additional appropriation is asked for them. 


Again: if you will look at the bill, you will find 
that it so happens that the fortifications are not 


| situated (at least in many cases) where the ex- 


penditure of the money will be of any great ad- 
vantage to the inhabitants. Look at the fortifica- 


| tions in Florida—at Key West and at Florida 


Reefs. Of what interest are they to the people of 
Florida? All the materials for building them are 
brought from elsewhere—not a dollar goes to the 
people of Florida, They have no more interest 


| genteman from Missouri; nor, indeed, so much, 


as that gentleman’s constituents may have a larger 
interest in the commerce that passes there and in 


| having it properly protected. Take a case in my 


own district: How much interest had the peo- 
ple in the vicinity of Old Point Comfort in the 
appropriations made for that fort? Scarcely a 
dollar’s worth. The granite was brought from 
New England, and in New England ships; the 
work is superintended by Government officers; 
and if laborers are employed from the vicinity, 
they might have been equally profitably employed 
in other labor. So oe then, for the imputation 


| that this is a log-rolling system. 


Yet this is a system against which the gentle- 
man from Missouri calls upon the Democratic 
party to rally. What, to rally against a system 


| that Jackson fostered more than any one else! 
| To rally against a system that even Mr. Polk 


asked apprepriations for in time of war! But the 
gentleman, in speaking of the Democratic party as 
having all gone, madeexceptions. In speaking of 
that party as having voted for and supported ex- 
penditures of the public money contrary, as he 
thinks, to true Democracy, he excepts the gentle- 


| man from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,} whom he ad- 


mits to be the exponent of the party into whose 

ranks he wishes gentlemen toreturn. [think that 

he is unfortunate in his exception, for although 
| the gentleman from Tennessee is exceedingly care- 
| ful in appropriations: of money out of the public 
| Treasury, yet when it comes to public a 
| which are a source of bringing money into the 
Treasury, he is extremely liberal. I must confess, 
that so far as I am concerned, | cannot see any 
great difference between appropriating from the 
Treasury and preventing it from entering the 
Treasury. The party are ready enough to vote 
land away for almost any object. 

Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia include me among those who vote lands to 
railroads ? 

Mr. BAYLY. I believe the gentleman is one 
of those who vote to give a farm to everybody 
that has not got one. 

Mr. JONES. I vote to provide the gentleman?s 
constituency with homes, that they may work well 
and get bread. 

Mr. BAYLY. My constituents are much 
obliged to the géntleman, but they have got bread 
| as abundantly {Cries of **Oh,no!”’] Well, 
| then, as good bread as his constituents, and as 

much as they want. They have got enough, and 
| enough is as good as a feast. Then they have got 
what the gentleman’s consiituents have not got— 
fish and oysters, (laughter,} and terrapins. [Re- 
newed laughter.}] And indeed 1 do not know 
what they have not got that is desirable, except a 
| good Representative. [Roars of laughter. ] 
Now, the gentleman undertakes to rally the 
| Democratic party in opposition toan appropriation 
of $700,000, and is quite willing that $50,000,000 
should be given away in the shape of public 
| lands. 

I recollect a cireumstance that occurred in a very 
wealthy county of my acquaintance, where a clas- 
| sification existed not unlike that in this House. 
| There were two sets of magistrates presided. One 
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half were rigid economists, and the other half were 1 they wifl not. Tam further of the opinion, that 
It so happened that in the court || if we curtail these appropriations for these cb- 
room, there was a stove that had been there some || jects, it will be but the entering wedge for curtail- 


wise economists, 
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fifty years, that drew so badly it would not warm, || ing what is called the standing army. If we cut | 
and that smoked so badly you could not stay in || off one, it will enable us to cut off a large portion + 


the room with it. On one occasion we found 
some of these wise economists on the bench, who 


tice should be administered than that a few dol- | 
lars should be saved, and they entered an order | 
for the *heriff to buy a new stove and put it up. | 
Hedidso. In the mean time it got out amongst 
the rigid economists. The whole county was in 
a ferment about the new stove, and the next court 
day, the rigid economists being on the bench, such 
was their abhorrence of the new stove, they ordered | 
it to be taken down and the old one put up. This | 
was done, and for twelve months the most vigor- | 
ous contest was kept up between the old stove 
yarty and the new stove party. [Great laughter. } 
Now, sir, the party the gentleman wishes to form | 
would be about upon a par with the old stove 
party. 

Now, with respect to the opposition that is 
shown to this bill, if it is the wish of the Ameri- 
can people todiscontinue this system, let us go | 
about it ina proper and systematic manner. At 


| 
| 


| of the other. 
| fortifications upon our sea-board may occasionally 
thought that it was of more importance that jus- || 


While I am willing to concede that | 


be of some service in time of war, for the protec- 
tion of our commerce and Atlantic cities, | am of | 
the opinion that the same thing can be accom- | 
plished with far less expense in another manner. 

[t is said we must appropriate these large sums | 


| of money to protect our sea-board—to protect our- 


the next session of Congress appoint a committee || 


to take up the whole subject, and inquire into it, 
and report to this House whether the system 
should be abandoned or not. Until this is done, I | 


selves in time of war. Sir, if we will adopt in our 
diplomatic intercourse and correspondence with 
foreien countries, that rule of doing with all na- 
tions as we would have them do to us, we should 


have no necessity for this enormous expenditure of || 


rnublic money. I am for protecting our commerce; 
am for protecting our seaboard; I am for pro- 
tecting our whole country; but I am for aceom- 
plishing this protection by doing equal and full 


|| justice to all nations, so that they will have no | 


occasion for quarreling with us, or warring upon 


| us; so that they will have no necessity of spolia- 


tions upon our commerce. ‘*'To be just and fear 
not,’’ is a maxim which will apply to nations as 
well as it will to individuals. If we will instil 
these principles into the people of this country 





| if we will instil them into this Government, and if 


submit that it is not wise to arrest the works that || 


are going on. I know the practical impolicy of | 
this thing, and I will give an illustration. During 
the war Mr. Polk reduced the appropriations to 
$500. In consequence of this, an appropriation 
was not made for the protection of the site of 
some work at Old Point, which was quite neces- | 
sary. The consequence was, that during a storm 
much of it was utterly destroyed, and $20,000 
(the sum that had been expended on it). was ut- 


terly lost; whereas, if a small appropriation had || 


been granted, this loss would have been saved. | 
What was the final result of this cutting down of 
the appropriation to $500? Why, that at the ses- 
sion of 1848-’9, the appropriation had to be raised 
from its average of Sarno years ($700,000) to 
#1,800,000; so that in the end we lost. I beg par 
don for having trespassed so long on the commit- 
tee’s time, but I deemed it proper to reply to the 
objections that had been urged. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS moved to strike out the enacting | 
clase. 

Mr. JONES rose to a point of order. He said | 


to strike out the enacting cluuse was to reject the || 


bill, and we have no right to destroy the bill in | 
committee, We can recommend its rejection to 
the House, 


we will act upon them as a Government; in short, 
if we will do with other nations precisely as we 
would have them do to us, we should have no 
wars 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. THURMAN proposed to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN said no amendment was 
now in order. A motion to strike out takes pre- | 





| cedence of all others. 





Mr. GORMAN asked the gentleman from Geor- || 
gia to modify his amendmnet so as to strike out all || 


to the seventieth line, so as to leave the appropri- 

tion of $75,000 for the fortification at Key West, | 

and $50,000 for fortifications on Florida Reef— | 

Garden Key. 
Mr. TOOMBS accepted the modification. 


The CHAIRMAN said it was the opinion of 


the Chair that it was in order to strike out the en- 
acting clause. 

Mr. JONES thought it could not be done in | 
committee, because it would have the effect to kill | 
the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN said he understood the gentle- | 
man from Georgia [Mr. Toomns] to accept the 
proposition offered by him (Mr. G.) to strike out | 
all to the seventieth line. J 6 

Mr, TOOMBS said he had accepted that amend- | 
ment. 

Mr. MeGAUGHEY said: Mr. Chairman, I | 
avail myself of this opportunity, not for the pur- | 
pose of making a speech, but for the purpose of | 
stating to the committee the hype os which will | 
govern me in voting against this entire bill. I do | 
not pretend to say that fortifications upon the At- | 
lantic sea-board, tn time of war, may not occasion- | 
ally be of some service. In fact, I have no doubt | 
they would oceasionally be of some service. But 
when this is conceded, T do not know that it neces- 
sarily follows that we ought to make these appro- 
priations from year to year. The question is, 
whether they would be of so much service, and of | 
such indispensable necessity and-utility, as to ren- | 

. a i 
der it necessary and proper to spend from $500,000 
to $1,500,000 per year upon them in time of peace | 


Mr. THURMAN said he understood the gen- 
tleman from Georgia to modify his motion so as | 
to strike out a part of the bill instead of the enact- 
ing clause. 

Mr. TOOMBS (interrupting) said he would 
adhere to his motion to strike out the enacting | 
clause. The Chair might overrule it, but he be- 
lieved it to be in conformity with the rules of the 
House. He did it for the purpose of facilitating | 
the action of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be in order. 

Mr. VINTON said he believed it to be contrary | 
to the universal practice of the committee, to en- | 
tertain that motion. It had always been under- 
stood that that motion could not be made in com- | 
mittee. He appealed from the decision of the | 
Chair. 

Mr. STRONG asked that the 119th rule, with | 


the note appended, be read. 
It was read, as follows: 


119. A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill 
shall have precedence of a motion to amend; and, if car- 
ried, shall be considered equivalent to its rejection.*— 
March 13, 1822. | 

*Nore.—The Manual states, that if a committee be op- | 
posed to the whole paper or bill, and think itcannot be made | 
good by amendment, the committee cannot reject it, but 
must report it back to the House without amendment, and | 
there make their opposition. In 1814, a Committee of the | 
Whole struck out the first and only section of a bill, and | 
so reported to the House. Mr. Speaker Cheves refused to | 
receive the report, on the ground that it was tantamount to | 
a rejection of the bill, which the committee had not power 
to do. After this, that the merit of questions might be tested | 
in Committee of the Whele, rule 119 was adopted. The | 
Manual provides that a paragraph or section may be first 
amended by its friends, so us to make it as perfect as they 
can before the question is put for striking it out. By this 
rule, (i. e., rule 119,) it is expressly established that a motion | 
to strike out, for the purpose of destroying, shall be para- 
mount to a motion to Mend. Rule 139 provides that the 
Maoual shall govern in cases in which it is applicable, 
where it is not inconsistent with established rules. «In the | 
case, then, of giving precedence to motions to insert or to 
amend, over motions to strike out or reject, it is clearly in- 
consistent with an established rule; and consequently the | 
practice of the House for the last few years has been in | 
violation of the 119th rule. 


The CHAIRMAN said he was aware that the | 
practice of the House had heretofore been as the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] had stated; | 
but from the rule which had just been read, it was | 
clear that the amendment could be entertained. 
The Chair decides the amendment to be in order. | 
From this decision the gentleman from Ohio takes | 


an appeal. 
The question now being, Shall the decision of | 


asa preparation for war. fam of opinion that || the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? | 


|| tugas of Florida. 


|| ibly and advanta 
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Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, demanded teljey<. 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Tuomas, and 
Catpwett of Kentucky, were appointed. : 

The question was taken; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 4), noes not counted. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, 

Mr. MARSHALL moved to strike out the fo}. 
| lowing clause of the bill: 
| “Por defensive works, quarters, and storehouses, joa, 
Detroit, 315,000.” 
| Mr. M. said: This bill, Mr. Chairman, is ac- 
companied by an estimate which has been pyre. 
sented to us by the chairman of the Committers 
| of Ways and Means, and the conclusion I deduce 
| from it is, that so far from all of our fortifications 
| being in a state of completion, not one of them is 
| completed. That estimate, it is true, requires 
nothing for certain forts upon which repairs haye 
| been made, excepting Fort Washington, in Vir- 
| ginia, upon which something like a million of do|- 
| lars has been expended; and you may run throuoh 

the whole list, and you will find sums ranging fron, 

$10,000 to $2,000,000 are required to complete the 
fortifications for which we have estimated. If we 
| intend to stop these works, Mr. Chairman, if we 
| intend to call for an examination as to their utility, 
| we must put a stop to these appropriations. We 
| must, at least, discriminate, under any aspect of 
| the case, between the various classes of these 
| claims. Now, the clause under consideration | 
| propose to speak to. Here is a proposition for 
| defensive works, quarters, and storehouses, near 
Detroit, for $15,000. The estimate exhibite! py 
the Engineers’ department to complete these works 
at this point is $295,000. We are told in the re- 
port of the Chief Engineer, that this fort is com- 
pleted. We were asked last year for $15,090 to 
complete officers’ quarters andachapel. I resisted 
this item, as well as this whole system, then, as | 
|do now. What are we to understand when 
| $15,000 per annum is asked and we find tha: 
$295,000 remains behind, to be asked hereafter? 
Now, I understand the use of this fortification; 
and I admit that a work properly located, cover- 
ing the passage between Lake Erie and Lake &. 
Clair, is sensible enough, if we must have a sys- 
tem of fortifications. But when the fort is com- 
pleted and may never be used, I do not mean to 
spend $295,000 in putting houses inside of it. The 
estimate of the bureau submitted by the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, shows 
‘the system’? to have commenced in 1812, and 
that the Engineers have not yet finished a single 
fort. Something is required for every one of any 
importance. New fortifications are being added 
every year. We have in that estimate $934,000 
of an unexpended estimate for the fortification at 
Soller’s Flats; $450,000 for the works at the Nar- 
rows of the Penobscot, where we are blowing 
ditches out of the solid granite of New England 
mountains, and more that two millions on the Tor- 
Sir, I respectfully submit that, 
with eight millions of estimates in view, not yet 
expended, and with twenty millions spent, with- 
out any certainty that, amid the mutations of tac- 
tits and science, we have spent these millions sens- 
geously, it is time for us, as the 
representatives of the people, to pause and to sur- 
vey the ground deliberately before we proceed any 
further. ; 

Mr. BUEL (interposing) said he did not wish 
to interrupt the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Marsnatt] for any other purpose than for saying 
that he had fallen into an error in relation to the 
amount. 

Mr. MARSHALL said he spoke from some 
papers he had before him, which were taken trom 
| the estimates of the Engineers’ Department. 

Mr. BUEL said: I do not rise for the purpose 
of expressing my views at length, either in regard 
to the merits of a general system of fortifications 
or of an appropriation to complete the works in 
the vicinity of Detroit. I gave my views sufii- 
ciently upon both those points at the last session, 
when the fortification bill was under consideration. 
I confess I was very much surprised by the state- 
ment of the honorable gentleman from Kentucky, 
that it would require $295,000 to‘finish Fort 
Wayne; and that surprise was increased not # lit- 
tle by the gentleman’s referring to an estimate pre- 
pared at the Engineer bureau, and which is _ 
| to be in the hands of the Committee of Waysan 
Means. There is, unquestionably, a very great 
error, if there be any such estimate. 














1851. ‘e 


Mr. MARSHALL. I will refer you to the es- 
timates furnished by the chairman of the Commit- 
wee of Ways and Means for my answer. 

“Mr, BAYLY. The gentleman from Kentuck 
Vr. MarsHatt]) is right, according to the esti- 
ates we have received from the Department. It 
stated that $155,111 has been expended, and 
that 4295,000 will be necessary to complete it. 
“Mr. BUEL. I still assert, that there is a mis- 
ike, a very great mistake in relation to this mat- 
ae but with this estimate in the hands of the 
-hairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
esh from the Engineer bureau, it cannot be rec- 
tified at this moment. It will be found in the end, 
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Mr. SACKETT demanded tellers, bu® with- 
drew the demand. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected. 


Mr. TUCK moved to strike out all of the bill 


| after the enacting clause, and insert the following 


as a substitute: 


“'Thata sum not exceeding $100,000 be appropriated, out 
ofany money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
for the protection and preservation of the fortifications o! 


the country for the year ending 30th June, 1852.” 


chat the estimate is erroneous. I have often visited | 


this fort, and it is well understood at Detroit, that 
. is substantially finished; and so I understood it, 
from my personal interviews at the last session, 
with some of those connected with the Engineer 
yureau. 

Mr. BAYLY. I see, now, a note of explana- 
tion appended to that item, that this $15,000 was 
required to complete the construction of perma- 

nt fire-proof barracks and store-houses in place 
of those nsumed. . 

Mr. BUEL. I am confirmed in what I have 
before said, by referring to the report of the Secre- 
tary of War, of last year, in which the fort is men- 
tioned as ** being finished.’’ 


and will read from it. Mr. B. read as follows: 


I have it before me, | 


Mr. TUCK said: In offering a substitute for | 


this bill 1 pretend to no military experience or 
skill. I do pretend, however, to se;,i*at in my be- 
het, this fortification bill, which proposes ® expend 


= 
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_ Mr. GORMAN moved to strike out the follow- 
ing item: 
Por fortifications at the outlet of Lake Champlain, 
| $15,000, 


Mr. G. said: Mr. Chairman, | hold in my hand 


i] the fortification bill that passed tits House last 


nearly $700,000 for the erection, mainly, of new | 
forts and barracks, along the Atlantic coast, the | 


lakes and our western frontier, is not demanded 


| uy the people of the country, and could not receive 
| the sanction of the people of any one Congression- 


al district in the United States. The expenditure 
is neither demanded’ by the people of the East or 
West, North or South, and I oppose it. 
equally impracticable and unnecessary to defend 
our frontier by forts and military defences. 


| of attempted invasion, the enemy will do as Gen- 


eral Scott did in his approach to the city of Mex- | 


| ico—they will take another road, not doing us the 


“ Fort Wayne, and barracks and quarters thereat, De- | 


t, Michigan.—The fort being finished, the money ex- 
pended during the year has been applied exclusively to the 
barracks, quarters, and hospital, with the exception of a 
small amount necessary to preserve the slopes of earth. 

“The exterior of the barracks for five companies is nearly 
completed, with some of: the interior finish: two sets of 
quarters are finished, a third is roofed in, and the founda- 
tions of three sets and of a hospital have been laid, 

Balance in the Treasury, September 30, 1849....86,485 43 
Probable amount to be expended by June 30, 1850. 6,485 43 
Estimate of amount required to be appropriated 

for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1851........ 15,000 00 

Thus it appears that the fort was, in 1849, con- 
sidered as finished, and the $15,000 appropriated 
last year was to complete the barracks and quar- 
ters. That estimate was made before the burning 
{the officers’ quarters, which occurred about the 
close of the year 1849, and consequently another 
appropriation will be nécessary to repair the 


loss and complete the barracks and other neces- | 


sary buildings. I am further supported by a ref- 
erence to the report of the Secretary of War, sub- 
mitted at the commencement of 


‘approve of what he has said. 


| is preposterous. 


this session. | 


Here also the fort is alluded toas completed. The | 


report states that ‘this fort has been completed 
for some time, and is in a condition of strength 
and efficiency.’’ Further, after alluding to the 
burning of the quarters, it states: , 

“The fort itself requires no additional expenditures, ex- 
cept a very small amount for preservation. 

“ With the available and estimated means itis intended 
to complete the barracks, the quarters and hospital, the 
store-house, bakery, guard-house, &c.; all to be plain and 
substantial buildings, permanent and fire- proof. 

Balance in the Treasury on the 30th September, 

1830 ; beeeee oe G15,000 09 
Probable amount to be expended 30th June, 1851, 15,000 00 
Estimate of amount required to be appropriated 

for fiscal year ending 30th June, 1852......... 15,000 00 

Here, then, seems to be a full explanation of the 
state of the case; and yet I am met by this written 
document in the hands of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and’ Means, showing it to be 
estimated that it will require $295,000 to complete 
the fort. This, I perceive, throws, and very nat- 
wally, | must confess, some suspicion, not onl 
over the item for Fort Wayne, but the whole bill; 
for the document referred to, from the Engineer 
bureau, contains similar estimates of amounts for 
completing the various fortifications of the coun- 
try, and it may be a like error pervades the whole. 

If the item for Fort Wayne be stricken out, it 


will indicate the disposition of a majority to defeat | 


this bill.* 


The question now being on the amendment of 
, 
Mr. Marsuaut, 





of the fortification bill, Mr. Bue deems it proper to insert 
this note to his remarks, and state that the written estimate 
sent to the Committee of Ways and Means from the Engi- 


heer bureau, as to the amounts to be required to finish the | 


various fortifications, proves. to be erroneous. He is in 

formed by one of the principal officers connected with that 
bureau, that itis not a late estimate, but an old one made 
many years ago. Itis believed to have been made about 
‘eh years since, which was before the work upon some of 
the forts was even commenced. Couid this information 
‘ave been brought to the attention of the Committee of the 
Woole in season, the bill would probably have been saved. 


favor to come within range of our batteries. 
thing has been successfully explained by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,| and I fully 
Where is our 
western frontier? It is in one place to-day, and 
somewhere else to-morrow. 
the actual frontiers, and before you have finished 


It is | 


Ks- | 
, tablish forts wheresoever you please, and, in case | 


This | 


them, lo! our pioneers are beyond, and your | 


costly defences are one or two hundred miles be- 
hind emigration, and totally useless, 

It is true, that the coasts of the ocean, and of the 
lakes, are permanent; but we need no appropria- 
tions for new defences there. No enemy threatens 


us, and if they did, it would be utterly impossible | 


to protect the country by stationary fortifications. 
How can we build and man forts enough to pro- 
tect three thousand miles of sea-shore? The idea 
So far as this bill provides for 
the preservation of works, already existing, lL 
make no objection to it, and my substitute is 
framed with the design of providing adequate 
means for this object. But beyond this, | do new 
£0. 

Some one has cited the ancient maxim, once re- 
peated in the writings of Washington, “ In time 
of peace, prepare for war.’’ I do not believe this 


maxim, as commonly understood, to be applicable | 


to the present age and condition of this country. 


I believe we shall have greater security against 
violence from other nations, by occupying the time 
of peace in cultivating the arts of peace, than we 
shall have by erecting fortifications and spending 
our wealth in enlarging our military defences. 
Foster navigation and commerce—facilitate com- 
munication and intercourse—cultivate fraternal re- 
lations with foreign powers—labor to spread over 


'the world the benign influences of Christianity, 


and we shall do more to defend the nation against | 


foreign and domestic violence, than we can ever 


do by erecting batteries and multiplying arsenals. | 


I deny the truth of any maxim that declares it to 


. ‘ . . 
be the appropriate business of a nation, when at 


peace, to prepare to go to war. Such a sentiment 
is only worthy of a barbarous age of the world, 


| and cannot be sanctified by the greatest names in 


| it as being the relic of a barbarous age. 


history—not even by that of Washington. 
Mr. BAYLY. [am not surprised at the man- 
ner in which the gentleman fromNew Hampshire 


| racks—kitehen—sodding 
j}and ornamenting the grounds. 


| - 
| serve no useful or national purpose whatever. 


Begin your forts on | 


| travagance should be stopped. 


| amount is asked for each year. 


peeeenets I find $15,000 appropriated for this work. 
das that been expended, or does it take $15,000 
to keep it in repair? If it does, it is time this ex- 
Or, 1s there to be 
no end to this feeding and fattening a corpeeof en- 
gineers? In looking back into the appropriations 
for most of these works, I find thatabout the same 
j Sometimes it is 
asked for the purpose of building wharfs—ereeting 
exterior batteries—making pretty fences around 
the parade ground, and grading the parade, and 
building and improving officers’ quarters—bar- 
the ground—gerassing 

Mr. Chairman, 
some of these things may be necessary once in 
five or ten years, but certainly prudent men will 
not give them ten, twenty, thirty, and forty thou- 
sand dollars annually for such purposes. — 

A few days since a 


river and harbor bill passed 
this House. Among 


the items in that bill was 


| thousands of dollars for new surveys of harbors: 


What was these surveys for? Certainly with a 
view of finding out some new harbor, at which we 


| are to be called on, afler a short time, to appropri- 


ate thousands of dollars to build fortifications that 
It 
seems, Mr, Chairman, that every device is resort- 
ed to for the purpose of ‘finding out some new 
source for draining the National Treasury. In 
looking into the items of expenditure we find that 
a large part of the money is expended for such re- 


| pairs as are not, nor cannot be, of any present 


utility. But it feeds a train of superintendents on 


| those works, whose pockets are handsomely stored 


with per centage. 

‘The whole system of fortifications beyond what 
we now have ought to be abandoned. They are 
of no utility since ocean-steamers have been intro- 
duced. Our navy will soon be composed of 
steamers, with but few exceptions, and fortifica- 


tions will be almost useless; at all events it will be 


| these engineers demand. 


} 


[Mr. Tuck] speaks of the maxim of the Father of | 


his Country, ‘* that in time of peace we should pre- | 


> 


e for war.’’ [am not surprised that he selects 


I am not 


| even surprised that he selects Washington’s birth- 


a statement, because I-believe there aré none of the 
sentiments of the Father of his Country, to which 
the gentleman from New Hampshire responds. 
Besides the maxim which he has spoken of as 
a relic of a barbarous age, there is another that 


| he equaliy —-- under foot, and that is the ad- 


vice which the Father of his Country gave to his 
countrymen to indignantly frown upon all those 
who would get up sectional issues in this coun- 


try. 


unnecessary to increasethem. I shall remonstrate 
agrinst this lavish and useless expenditure of money 
at all times and under all circumstances. ‘ 
that the more the Government gives, 


It seems 
the more 
And really it appears 
that these barracks will never be completed until 
Congress stops the appropriation. And I hope 
and believe it will be stopped now. 

Mr. HOLMES was in favor of the general bill, 
but against the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr.Gorman.| If this was any reason 
why he should rejoice in the prospect that this 
bill was to pass, it was that he knew that if this 
bill passed the river and harbor bill would be- 
come a law. He thought there was a sort of 
Siamese friendship between them, and gentlemen 
might rely upon it, that unless this bill passes, that 
would never. pass both branches of Congress. He 
aid the fortification bill came legitimately under 
the Constitution. No one doubted that. It was 
recommended by John C. Calhoun, who was one 
of the most strict constructionists the 
eminent men of the country. 

We had been told by the gentleman from Ohio, 
{[Mr. Gippine@s, | that this fortification system was 
no longer to be encouraged. He thought that 
gentleman had schemes of philanthropy enough, 
but he did not think his imagination had carried 
him so far as to believe the millennium had so far 


among 


| come that the lion and lamb were to lie down to- 


gether. He thought that gentleman indulged in a 
false philosophy and a false philanthropy. The 
fortifications were necessary for the protection of 


| the country, and he hoped they would be sup- 


s mene srerentes || day even as a fitting one on which to make such | 
* Nore.—These proceedings being published after the loss | y 5 


orted. 
Mr. BAYLY moved to strike out $15,000 and 
insert $20,000. 
Mr. B. said: I desire to say, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Gorman,| who says 


| that I would have performed, as chairman of the 


Committee of Ways and Means, an acceptable 


| service if I had looked into the vouchers, as to the 


mode in which this money has been expended, that 


it so happens that the Committee of Ways and 


i 


Means have quite enough to do in attending to their 


| own" business, without undertaking to perform the 


uties of other committees. We have committees 
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upon all the expenditures in every Department | 
of the Government. In the place of appealing to | 
the chairman of a committee which is more bur- | 
dened than any other committee in Congress, why | 
does he not appeal to those who do not even meet, | 
and whose duty it is to make such investigations? 

The gentleman says that a very large portion of | 
the appropriations for these fortifications is ex- | 
sented in ornamenting the grounds—in shubbery, 

and all that. I beg leave to tell the gentleman that 

there isa positive regulation prohibiting any such 

expenditures. Ags to the appropriation at the outlet | 
of Lake Champlain, I beg leave to tell my friend | 
from Indiana (Mr. Gorman] that Rouse’s Point, 

the place at which this appropriation is to be ex- | 
pended, was considered during the negotiation of 

the Ashburton treaty as a point of great import- 

ance. ‘The whole Democratic party were alive all | 
over the country, for fear that this point, which 

was then declared to be an exceedingly military 

post, should be surrendered. Yet now, although 

we have that point under the control of the Gov- 

ernment, and although we have commenced works 

of fortification there, the gentleman belonging to 

that party—and a gentleman for whom I have the | 
greatest respeot—comes forward and urges that 

these works shall be discontinued. 

Mr. HILLIARD. Mr. Chairman, my first 
impression was decidedly against this bill; but in 
glancing over it, | find that the appropriations are 
much more moderate than [ supposed they would 
be. Learning that these appropriations underwent 
a rizid scratiny in the committee, | shall vote for 
the original bill; but Lshall not vote for an increase 


een such as the gentleman from Vir- | 


ginia [Mr. Bayty] moved in his amendment. 


Mr. BAYLY. I will say to the gentleman from | 


Alabama, (Mr. Hicuiarp,} that in offering the 
amendment, | had no desire that it should pass. 
I only moved to strike out, that I might have an | 
opportunity for reply to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Gehune:: 
Mr. HILLIARD. I believe that there is a 
better time approaching. I firmly believe that the 
present advance of civilization, the diffusion of 
correct principles, and the improvements in the 
arts, will bring forward, at no distant day, a period 
when the nations will have to live in friendly in- 
tercourse with each other. But, sir, lam not so 
far an enthusiast as to believe that the time has 
now come. For the honor and safety of my | 
country, | am ready to give the proper support in 
maintaining the interests of the country. would | 
not make the appropriations large, and I would | 
not increase the system of defence. ‘To do that 
would be like following the example of the late 
King of the French, Loui¢# Philippe, who, in a 
time of profound peace, at a time when he had 
the enviable title of a conservative, actually ex- 


pended millions in building a wall about Paris. [| 


would not make a retrograde step. I would not 
make any new forts, and I would vote but little in 


weserving the fortifications already established. | 


f any money is to be expended for purposes of 
the defence of the country, I should prefer rather 
to expend it upon the Navy, floating aa it does 
upon the waters of the world, protecting our com- 
merece, and always ready to repel hostilities. This 
is my view of the fortification bill. I shall vote 
for it, because I believe these appropriations are 
necessary to sustain the works ileal begun. I 
shall, in my course of action, give my support to 
every measure of peace; and therefore will not | 
vote for any increase of appropriations to these 
fortifications——not a single ies. 

Mr. BAYLY asked the unanimous consent of 
the committee to withdraw his amendment; which 
was granted. 

Mr. CARTTER moved to strike out $15,000 
and insert $7,500. 


eral expression of patriotism as has been mani- 
fested on all sides, in the progress of this debate. 
I have no doubt that it 1s the dawn of a better 
day, as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hu- 
wiaARD]} has just said. But itis quite singular in 
what way this patriotism is manifested. The 
gentleman from M C LAN} ‘ 
is always patriotic, always national in his senti- 
ments—never sectional in his feelings—has mani- 


eee 





} 

| 

aryland, [Mr. McLane,] who | 
i| 


fested himself particularly so in relation to this | 


bill, though it will be recollected that he has some | 
$60,000 in prospect to be expended in and about 
the city of Balumore. It is quite right that this 





extraofinary burst of patriotism should be mani- | 
fested upon this the birth day of the Father of hsi 
Country. 
But to be serious on the subject, it is a singular | 
fect, that almost without an exception, the gentle- | 
men who have a large amount of money t0 be ex- 
pénded in their districts, have become so patriotic 
in favor of this bill. For one, | hope the bill will 
not pass. I do not think we need have any fear | 
of a foreign invasion soon, and if we had, 1 | 
think we might find some cheaper mode of defend- 
ing our harbors and commerce than by these fort | 
ifications. I hope the bill will not become a law. | 


IONAL GLOBE. 








Feb. 22, 


foment dangerous agitations. At the last Session 
of Congress a member of this House from the 
State of Georgia, [Mr. ae made a speech 
upon the sectional question of slavery, and, in a 
moment of excitement, uttered an invocation to 
the spirit of discord, praying that it might reign in 
this Tall, and in the country, till the demands 
of the South were complied with. At that timetie 
gentleman from Virginia sat in front of the Speak- 
er’s desk, cheering these sentiments, and clapping 
his hands, At another time, during the same 
session, a member from North Carolina (Mr, 





— 





Mr. GENTRY. I do not propose to go into | 
the merits of the bill, in the short space of five | 
minutes Which is allotted to me under the rule. 1} | 
will not discuss here the merit or the folly of the | 
policy of the Government in relation to this sys- | 
tem. It is one which was commenced many years 
ago and has been regularly persevered in for along | 
yeriod of years, during which vast sums of money | 
lars been expended for the erection and mainte- | 
nance of these works, which were designed for the | 
protection of the common interests of the country. | 
1 think it is highly probable that it has its faults. | 
There is no system so perfect as not to be liable 
to some mistakes. But it is a question worthy 
the serious and grave consideration of the Con- | 
gress and Government of the United States, as to | 
whether it ought to be entirely abandoned or not. | 
It seems to me that it would be wiser and more 
statesman-like, to pass a resolution authorizing 


| and directing a company of scientific engineers to 


ascertain what fortifications are necesaary to the | 
country in time of war; to ascertain what are use- | 
less, and fully report upon the subject, than to 
abandon them inthis summary manner. It seems 
to me it would be acting the part of statesmen to | 
make this investigation, and then fully support the | 
system or abandon it, as may be thought best. | 
It seems to me that it would be very unwise to | 
abandon at once a system which has cost the Gov- | 
ernment such vast sums of money. I think it is | 
worthy the character of Congress. But if, after a | 
thorough investigation of the subject, it is consid- | 
ered best to abandon the system, well and good. | 
I am not prepared to say whether the system | 
should be abandoned or not. I think, however, | 
that those which protect our great commercial | 
cities, should remain. I think there should be one | 
at the mouth of the Chesapeake bay, and at other 
points in the country which command the approach | 
to large commercial cities. I believe the removal 
of such fortifications would occasion injury to the | 
country. 

Mr. STRONG moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question then being upon the amendment 
of Mr. Carrrer, it was taken and decided in the 
negative. . 

Mr. TUCK moved to diminish the sum $5,000. 

Mr. T. I have submitted this motion, so as to 
enable myself to reply to some personal remarks | 
made by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bavty.]} 

A few minutes since I proposed an amendment, 
in the nature of a substitute for the bill now under 
consideration, and in a speech of five minutes gave | 
all the reasons in favor of my proposition which | 
I could crowd into that brief period of time. [ | 
took occasion, among other things, to say, that | 
the old maxim, ‘‘in time of peace prepare for 
war’’—a maxim on one occasion repeated by | 
Washington—had come down to us from a bar- | 
barous period of the world, and ought not to be 
adopted without qualification, at the present time 
The gentleman from Virginia replied to my re- 
marks, not by answering any one of the arguments | 
I had presented, but by making a gross charge | 





against me, of repudiating all the sentiments of 
Mr. C. said: I am very glad to see such a gen- | 


Washington. He particularly mentioned that sen- | 
timent of the Father of his Country, which warned | 


|| the people against the danger of sectional agita- 
| tions. 


Now, this method of answering an argument, 
by resorting to personal attack, does not accord 
with my notions of propriety, but if it agrees with 
those of the gentleman, I make no complaint. It 
is to be regfetted, however, that he cannot divest 
himself of the discipline of the plantation when he 
rises here to contend with men in argument. 

Let me say a few words to the gentleman in | 
regard to the responsibility, as between him and 
myself, of attempting to raise sectional issues, and 


|| low them to go to decay. 


Cirmeman] made a speech, which was understood 
to be an argument in favor of disunion. This 
speech the gentleman from Virginia expressly ap. 
proved and sanctioned. Let him think of these 
facts, and consider who it is that repudiates the 
sentiments and disregards the counsels of Wash- 
ington. 

know, that @ few weeks after the incidents just 
referred to, when a veteran editor of this city had 
patted the gentleman on his cheek, and gently 
whispered in his ear that the path of promotion 
lay in another direction, ‘‘a change came o’er the 
spirit of his dream.’? When it was hinted to hin 
| that the current was setting in another direction, 
and that the same editor, through the columns of 
his papers could make great men, even out of 
small material, the gentleman from Virginia sud- 
denly changed his tone, and has since been loud 
and fierce in his denunciations of sectional agita- 
tors. 

If his present anathemas do not touch himself, | 
can tell him they do not touch me. I defy him, 
or any other man, to show an act of mine wherein 
I have been a sectional agitator. I tell him fur- 
ther, that in the State which I, in part, represent, 
thereare no disunionists. If it serves his purposes, 
however, to utter maledictions against people 
whom he chooses to represent as agitators, and 
enemies of the public peace, I have no objection 
that he indulge his tastes, to the fullest extent, 
His flourishes on this subject, neither affect me 
nor my constituents. 

Mr. THURMAN. I believe that [ cannot te 
charged with any desire to make a speech, nor do 
I feel myself particularly called upon to speak in 
reference to the item which is proposed to be 
stricken out, because it provides that it shall be 
expended within my own district. I would not de- 
fend an appropriation which is to be applied among 
my constituents, any more than if it were to be 


|| applied in any other portion of the country. But 


here is an important work, which has been begun 
very recently, and which, as has been remarked, 
was considered a very important point when the 
negotiations for this Ashburton treaty were pend- 
| ing. Now, I am in favor of appropriations for 
fortifications generally. I believe it is more con- 
sistent with the sae bile of this Government 
to take care of the vast amount of property which 
we have expended upon these fortifications by a 
| small oxpailiiate for their support than it is to al- 
I have heard much said 
on this floor about Democracy, and gentlemen 
have endeavored to define what it is. But, sir, 
upon every occasion which has been presented, | 
find the policy of the Democratic party has been 
to bleed the patient until his vitality was nearly 
gone, and then just allow him to recover in order 
to undergo the same operation again. This has 
been their practice upon the Treasury of this coun- 
try. This is precisely the policy which that party 
are now carrying out. Now, sir, I desire, if this 
| fortification bill is perfected in this House, that 
this item to which I have referred, should not be 
stricken out, because | think it is as important as 
any which are provided for in this bill. I am not 
articularly anxious whether the bill becomes © 
aw or not, but I desire that this appropriation 
shall sink or swim with the bill itself. 


| Mr.McMULLEN said this day was the 22d of 
} 











February, and moved that the committee rise. _ 
The committee refused to rise—ayes 60, noes v4. 
The question then recurred upon Mr. Tuck's 

amendment. 


| Mr. TUCK asked leave to withdraw his amend- 


ment. 

Mr. PARKER objected. 

The question was then put on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. F : 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill. 

Mr. McDONALD demanded tellers, and they 
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were ordered ; and Messrs. Tuomas, and McLane | 
of Maryland, were appointed, 
The question was taken, and the tellers reported | 
_ayes 60, noes 63. | 
So the committee refused to rise. 
Mr. McGAUGHEY moved to strike from the 
pill an appropriation not audible to the Reporter. 


Mr. MeG. said he had arisen principally for the 
purpose of answering the gentleman from South 
carolina, (Mr. Hotmes.] That gentleman had 
cid there was some connection between this bill 
and the river and harbor bill which passed this 
House a day or two since. Now, I am inclined 
wo think there is something in that remark. For 
myself, I am decidedly opposed to this bill, and I 
am as decidedly in favor of that. This bill pro- | 
vides for creating the means of taking life, and 
that bill provides for saving life. ‘This bill is for | 
the destruction of a portion of mankind and render- 
ing the residue unmapRy That for filling the | 
empty stomachs of the hungry. I am opposed to 
this bill, but I freely aided in the passage of that, 
for the simple reason Lam in favor of any bill 
which provides for the extension of commerce, | 
and for its protection in any shape; but I am || 
equally opposed to the expenditure of the public | 
money, where | cannot see any good result to the 
mass of mankind growing out of it. 1 undertake || 
to say, that if you will take the several sums 
which you have provided for the support of your || 
Navy in time of profound peace, and the amounts 
expended on fortifications, and put these appro- | 
priations out at simple interest and compound 
them every year, the money thus expended will | 
purchase up all your enemies in time of war. | 
Take what has been expended for hostile purposes | 
fortwenty-five years back in this country, put itout 
at six per cent, perannum, and compound that in- 
terest every year, and it will buy up all the en- 
emies you have got in the world, or all that can | 
be brought against you. 

It is all a mistaken idea,and hence I repeat what 
I said before, if we are to be governed by upright | 
asd just principles, there is no necessity for ma- | 
king these extraordinary appropriations. We 
need no army at all, except what is used to guard 
our western frontier against the savage Indians. 
There is no necessity that we should have an 
army at all on our eastern sea-board, to guard 
us against invasion from any civilized people; 
but it may be necessary with the Indians, 
who know nothing about the principles of jus- 
tice and uprightness. It may be necessary, then, | 
to have a few regiménts of troops upon our 
frontiers in New Mexico and the other Terri- 
tories, but I consider that any army, or portion 
of an army, or any fortification upon our sea- 
board, is utterly useless, whose support requires | 
an extravagant apeiete of the public money. 

Mr. VINTON hoped the committee would sit | 
the bill out. He thought we ought to dispose of | 
it to-day. 

Mr. ASHE moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. VINTON said he had not yielded the floor. 
He begged leave to say that we had not yet touched 
the civil and diplomatic bill 

Mr. ORR rose toa point of order. The gentle- | 
man was not confining himself to the subject before 
the committee. 

Mr. VINTON said: Nor does anybody else. 

Mr. ORR wished to know if he understood the 
Chair to decide that the gentleman was in order? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that the gentleman’s 
remarks were not strictly in order, but that the | 
same latitude had been allowed to every other 
member who had addressed the committee. 

Mr.ORR must insist on the rules being en- 
forced. 

The CHAIRMAN intended to enforce them. 
The gentleman from Ohio must confine himself to | 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. VINTON. What I desire to say is, to 
implore gentlemen to stop debate upon these | 
amendments. If we look at the state of busi- 
hess—— 

Mr. ORR called the gentleman to.order. He | 
must insist on the rules of the House being en- | 
forced. The gentleman must confine his remarks 
'o theamendment pending. 

The CHAIRMAN would enforce the rules | 
strictly if saeh was the wish of the committee, but || 
the same latitude had been allowed to other gen- | 


emen to-day. | 
Mr. VINTON. 1 ask if the rule had been en- | 

















forced against any other gentleman. We have 
heard about everything in the discussion on this 
bill. We have had all sorts of personal rencon- 
tres, and all sorts of declamation, but the moment 


any gentleman attempts to call the attention of the 


| country to the state of business, and the conse- | 


quences likely to arise from it, he is called to | 


order. 


Mr. ORR again interposing, said that these re- 
marks were out of order, and ought to be stopped. 
Mr. VINTON. 


is my intention, whenever the committee shall 


I desire to give notice that it | 


| 


rise, to move—if the chairman of the Commit- | 


tee of Ways and Means does not do it—to rescind 
or suspend for the residue of the session, the five 
minutes rule. After 

Mr. ORR insisted that the rules should be en- 
forced. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the gentleman 
from Ohio’s five minutes had expired. 

Mr. ORR moved that the committee rise, and 
asked for tellers. 


. 





Tellers were not ordered, and the question be- | 


ing taken, the committee refused to rise. 
The question recurred on Mr. McGavucuey’s 
amendment. 
Mr. McGAUGHEY withdrew his amendment. 
Mr. MARSHALL moved to strike out lines 


| 16 and 17, as follows: 


** For defensive works and barracks at the Narrows of 
Penobscot river, $20,000. ”’ 

Mr. M. said that he made this motion for the 
purpose of bringing the committee to a test vote. 
This was as good an item for that purpose as any 
in the bill, as the works on the Penobscot river 
had but just been commenced, and there had been 
very little money expended on them. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY called for tellers on the 
amendment, and they were ordered. 

Mr. FULLER moved to increase the appropri- 
ation proposed to be stricken out to $50,000. 

Mr. F. said that if there was one fort in this 
whole bill of more importance than another, he 


| thought that every gentleman must see that this 


was that one. It was the only fort east of Boston, 
and was of peculiar importance on aceount of the 
quantity of commerce along that shore, and of its 


| vicinity to the great naval depdt of Great Britain, 


Halifax. 


Mr. ROOT .said: I am a little surprised that | 


gentlemen who profess themselves anxious to 
have this bill passed, should be wasting time in 
making speeches in favor of or against amend- 
ments to it. Does anybody suppose that any of 
these amendments are going to be adopted ? Here 
we are, with barely a quorum, at a late hour on 
Saturday afternoon, the 22d of February, Wash- 
ington’s birthday, and we have to break up on 
the 3d of March, and all this time is being lost in 
discussing these little items. Now, I will appeal 
to the friends of this bill, who desire it to pass, to 
let it alone. 

Mr. FULLER. 
ment. 

Mr. ROOT. You cannot withdraw it now. I 
hope, then, that if this bill has any friends who 


I will withdraw my amend- 


| desire to bring it to a vote, they will allow it to go 


along. And let me say to the enemies of the bill, 
One item 
D It isall one system. Itis 
a system that I am opposed to, and I shall vote 
against it. 
fighting the battle in detail. 
question. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Futier’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on the proposition to 
strike out lines sixteen and seventeen, it was taken 
by tellers, (Messrs. ALbertson, and Harris of 

ennessee, acting,) and decided in the negative— 
ayes 59, noes 70. So the amendment was rejected 


Let us have the 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 


strike out the following appropriation: 
* For Fort Independence, Boston harbor, 35,000.” 


Mr. T. said: In making this motion I wish to 
say a few words. I am opposed to the whole 
system contemplated in this bill; and I say to 

ose who are desirous that this system should 
not be carried out, and who wish to effect any re- 
form, that they must refuse the appropriations. 
The friends of the bill tell us that we should not 
refuse the appropriations, but grant them now, 





But I do not care anything about | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


——— — —_—— 


|| what is the use of fighting the battle in detail? 
Why make “‘ two bites of a cherry ?”’ 
is as good as another. 


i 
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| and look to future inquiries to prove ordisprove the 


necessity of any further appropriations. I have 
had some little experience in these matters, and I 
have known that for years this has been the man- 
ner in which these appropriations have been car- 
ried. Another complaint which has been made is, 
that the friends of this sytem have said, “ allow 
the bill to pass this time; do not refuse the appro- 
priations now, and next time you will be in a 
condition to judge more thoroughly.’* Such was 
the case at the last session of Congress. «Such 
has been the argument which has been used, I 
believe, for the last twenty years in bringing for- 
ward this bill. Now, I am of opinion that there 
is but one good plan to accomplish a reform, and 
that is to refuse the appropriations. If we refuse 
the appropriations now, for July, 1851, no great 
damage will take place, and the Secretary of 
the War will have time to report to this House, by 
the meeting of the next Congress, whether or not 
he considered it necessary that this work should be 
completed, 

It has been the evident object to get this bill 
through without: all the information that was ne- 
cessary being furnished, or else why should we be 
told to pass the appropriations now and make 
our inquiry hereafter? Now, sir, I hope, and I 
believe, that there is a majority in Congress dis 
posed and able to stop these appropriations for a 
system which, at least, cannot but be considered 
doubtful in its utility. Whether the proper time 
has come or not, it is for us to decide. I am of 
opinion that, to effect a reform, there is no more 
proper time than the present; and if we refuse the 
appropriations this time, as I have said before, we 
can call upon the Secretary of War to report to the 
next Congress, as to his opinion for the necessity 
and the utility of the continuation of this system. 

Mr. WHITE said he was opposed to this 
amendment, and was also opposed to any long 
speeches. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Tuomr- 
son’s amendment, and it was lost. 

Mr. McDONALD moved to strike out the fol- 
lowing appropriation: 

** For Fort Delaware, on Pea-Patch Island, 350,000.” 

Mr. McD. said: I am in favor of striking out 
this item, even if the bill should pass. At the 
same time, | am opposed to every item contained 
in the bill, in detail or in conjunction. I am of 
opinion that appropriations of this kind, nine times 
out of ten, are wholly useless for the very purpose 
for which they are sought to be appropriated. The 
idea of establishing a system ef national defences 
by fortifications on certain specified points, wheth- 
er upon the sea-board or upon our western fron- 
tier, is one that ough® to have been long since 

| abandoned. 

The best fortification that this nation can have, 
is that fortification which is supported by the 
breasts of her yeomanry. The remark that was 
made by the gentleman from Georgia, that a small 
nation in ancient times maintained its independ- 
ence so long as it remained without walls, is a re- 
mark that ought not to be lost on the people of 
this country. We have the only extensive em- 
yire in the world, where no walled cities have 
seen established. And [hope to God that no sys- 
tem will ever be established m this country that 
will allow the construction of any such fortifica- 
tions as that. I believe in that declaration which 
was made by the Father of his Country, that * in 
time of peace we should prepare for war.” But 
the preparation that I would make would not be by 
constructing forts, by setting up points of mil‘tary 
improvement, but that preparation should be laid 
deep in the hearts of the people of this country, 
by cultivating within them the spirit of liberty 
and of independence. A people who have that 
kind of preparation are always ready to repel ag- 
gression at any and at all times. I hope, there- 
fore, that this system, which has already absorbed 
more than $15,000,000 of the revenue of the coun- 
try, will be brought to a speedy termination, by 
this House refusing to continue it any longer. At 
the last session of Congress we had before usa 
bill containing thirty-three different items of ap- 
apropriations for military purposes 

| |Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.| 
ir. WHITE said ‘that he was decidedly op- 





ee to the amendment of the gentleman from 


ndiapa; and that is my speech in opposition to it. 
The question was then taken on Mr. MeDow- 


'| acp’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
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Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved to insert 
the following amendment, between lines thirty- 
nine and forty: 

« Por a fort on Ship Island, on the coast of Mississippi, 
$70,000,"" 

Mr. B, said, that he had very little to say in 
reference to this amendment, ahd he would not 
detain the commuttee with any expression of his 
views upon the bill. On the 4th of December, 
1345, the resolution which he held in his hand 
was passed by the Senate, directing that the south- 
ern coast of Mississippi should be surveyed, with 
a view to the erection of a fort. That survey was 
made, and the facts were communicated to Con- 
gress. ‘I'he report is too long for me to read the 
whole of ut, but I will read a short extra:t—— 

Mr, GRINNELL rose to a point of order. Ap- 
prepesinase for new fortifications had always 
een embraced in separate bills, and that no items 
were in order in this bill except those already 
provided for by law. He (Mr. G.) had a case 
exactly like this, which he was desirous of offer- 
ing as an amendment, but he found that it was 
coutary to order, and he desisted from offering it. 
If, however, the gentleman from Mississippi was 
allowed to offer his amendment, he should also 
versist in offering his, 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
and euled the amendment out of order, 

Mr. BROWN appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved that the 
committee rise, and asked for tellers. Tellers 
were ordered, and Messrs. McMuuien and Har- 
nis were appointed. And, 

The question being taken, was decided in the 
negative—ayes 59, noes 80. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Brown’s 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, and the 
decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. McDONALD moved to strike out the ap- 
propriation of $50,000 for a fort on Soller’s Point 
“jats, Baltumere harbor. 

Mr. MEADE wished to offer an amendment to 
the fortieth line. 

The CHAIRMAN said that that item had been 
massed, 

Mr. MEADE said that he addressed the Chair 
before the next item was read. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that it was too late. 

Mr. MEADE insisted that he had addressed the 
Chair before the next paragraph was read. The 
amendment he wished to offer 

The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman to ory- 
der. 

Mr. MEADE appealed feom the decision of the 
Chair, and asked for tellers. He knew that he 
was right. [Loud cries of ‘Order !’’} 








The CHAIRMAN called the gentleman to or- | 


der. 
Mr. MEADE wished to know if the Chair real- 


ly.ruled his amendment to that paragraph out of | 


| 


The CITAIRMAN stated that the amendment | 


order? 


wes out of order, as the paragraph had been 
mssed, 

Mr. MEADE said that he had not occupied the 
floor since this bill had been under discussion 

The CHAIRMAN ealled the gentleman to or- 
der. He must suspend his remarks until the ap- 

veal was decided. 

Tellers were not ordered on the appeal. And 
the question being taken, the decision of the Chair 
was sustained, and the amendment was ruled out 
of order. 

Mr, MEADE moved to amend the forty-fourth 
and forty-fifth lines which were as follows: ‘*For 
repairs at Fort Macon, North Carolina, $1,800,” 
by adding the words “to convert the same into 
and fit it up for a marine hospital.” 

Mr. BAYLY raised the point of order, that this 
amendment wrs changing the whole thing and was 
therefore out of order. 

The CHAJRMAN sustained the point of or- 
der, and ruled the amendment out of order. 

-Mr. MEADE offered a pro forma amendment, 
and addressed the committee as follows: I have 
not troubled the committee with any remarks in the 
progress of this hill. I never unnecessarily waste 
the time of the House. I have risen now merel 
for the purpose of expressing an idea, one that 
do net proposé to attempt to carry out at’ this 
time, but which: like seed cast abroad, may here- 





| after sing up and bring forth fruit. I think, sir, 








that the only use to which we can put these forti- 
fications, is to convert them into marine hospitals, 
and thus make that of some service which now is 
of none. If there were now no fortifications in 
the land, I would not vote to appropriate a single 
cent to make any; believing that where the coun- 
try is thickly settled, no such protection is wanted. 
Sir, if a hostile fleet were to pass Old Point Com- 
fort to-morrow morning, the probability is it would 
never get back, and the depredations that it could 
commit upon James river would not equal the in- 
terest on the expenditure for Fort ano [ 
would put each of these forts in the care of some 


old soldier and his wife merely to Took after, and | 


I would fAke the forces of the United States that 
are scattered up and down the Atlantic sea-board, 
and I would send them to Texas and California 
and Oregon, to protect the settlers there from In- 
dian depredations. Millions are wastefully ex- 
vended every year on fortifications that will never 
»e wanted. No enemy will ever again come to 
our shores todo us harm. We are in the condi- 


tion of the strong man, who used neither armour | 


nor weapons; they may be worn by the weak, the 
giant has no use for them. No nation-will ever 
come here to strike us. We have more fortifica- 
tions than are necessary; their cost (estimated at 


$20,000,000) and the interest upon it, between | 
wars, would more than five times pay for all the | 


damage that an enemy would do for the want of 
them. 


Mr. WHITE said he was opposed to the | 


amendment. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Meape’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 


The question recurred on Mr. Tuck’s substi- | 


tute for the bill. 


Mr. SAVAGE moved an amendment pro forma, 
and said: In proposing the amendment which | 
have Somnedaa { shall not be liable to the charge 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron.] I 
have, during the present session, earefully refrained 
from consuming the time necessary for the trans- 
action of public business; nor will I do more on 
the present occasion than briefly announce my 
opposition to this bill. 

he gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bow i] 


| has spoken of Democracy in connection with the 
| vote now to be given. 


in the matter. The question is purely military, 
about which gentlemen of the same party may 
well entertain opinions widely variant. Whatever 
may have been the necessity for these appropria- 


tions at a former period,| consider them now a | 


useless and profligate expenditure of money with- 


out in the least adding to our national security. || 


When we look to the past history of this Republic, 


upon the battlements of those fortresses are found || 


none of our laurels; and when the future shall be 
written, no ray of glory will illuminate the page 
that records these statutes. 
Juan de Ulua, her Perote, El Penon, and Che- 
pultepec—what have they availed her? They have 
often been the instruments of internal tyranny— 
mere prisons for the victims of oppression, with- 
out in any degree adding to the national safety. 
I want no such security as is conferred by such 
vlaces. I fear them more than a foreign enemy. 
ro rely upon them is weakness, and a concession 
of the absence of military vesture. Such as we 
already have, it may be the part of wisdbm to 
preserve. T agree with the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Meane,] that they may be turned into 
hospitals. They are also valuable as places of de- 
posit for military stores, quarters for the army 


when not in the field; but further than this they; 


are entitled to no consideration. I rely upon the 
intelligence and military spirit of our people for 
national security. While these exist no power 
on earth can harm us. When they shall have de- 
parted, a thousand fortresses will fail to protect 
us, 

Mr. MOORE. 
ment, 

The question was then taken on Mr. Savage’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Tvck’s sub- 
stitute. 


The question being taken, was decided in the 


affirmative—ayes 78, noes 48. 
So the substitute was agreed to, 


Mr. McLANE wished to offer an amendment. 


1 see nothing of that sort | 


Mexico has her San | 


I am opposed to the amend- | 
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Mr. JONES said that the substitute 
been agreed to, it was too late. 
The CHAIRMAN ruled that no amendment 


was in order. 


having 


| Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise 


and report the bill; which motion was agreed to 
So the committee rose, and the Speaker hayir, 

resumed the chair, the chairman of the committe: 

| reported that the committee had had under cop. 

|| sideration House bill No. 459, being a bill making 

appropriations for certain fortifications, and had 

|| directed him to report back the same with an 

| 

} 

} 

| 

| 





amendment. : 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question, 
| Mr. McGAUGHEY moved to lay the bill oy 
| the table. 

Mr. HOLMES moved a call of the House. 

Mr. PA RKER moved that the House adjourn, 

The question being taken, the House refused 
to adjourn. 

The arte then recurred on Mr. Hoxmes’s 
‘| motion for a call of the House, and it was not 
|| agreed to. 
|| Mr. HOUSTON moved that the House ad- 
|| journ. 
|| Mr. HOLMES moved a call of the House, 
The question being taken, the House refused to 
|| adjourn. ( : 

he question being taken on the motion for a 
call of the House, it was not agreed to. 
|| The question then recurred on laying the bill on 
'| the table. 
Mr. BAYLY demanded the yeas and nays; 
|| and they were ordered. 
|| The question was then taken on Mr. Me- 
H GavuGuey’s motion to lay the bill on the table, 
and was decided in the afirmative—yeas 79, nays 
61—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Anderson, Averett, 
| Bayly, Bell, Bowlin, Boyd, Joseph Cable, George Alfred 
|| Ualdwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Clins- 
|| man, W.R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Conger, Corwin, Croweil, 
| Danner, Deberry, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, 
|| Nathan Evans, Fitch, Giddings, Gilbert, Gorman, Gout, 

Gould, Green, Haralson, Sampson W. Harris, Haymond, 
|| Henry, Howe, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, 
| Horace Mann. Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McDonald, 
|| MeGaughey, MeLanahan, McMullen, McQueen, MeWil- 
|| lie, Meade, Morehead, Morris, Morrison, Orr, Outlaw, 
|| Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Rob- 
|| bins, Robinson, Sackett, Savage, Schoolcraft, Strong, 
|| Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Walden, 

Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, Whittlesey, and Young—79. 

, NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Bokee, Bowie, Breck, Brooks, 
|| Buel, Bullard, Burrows, Butler, E. C. Cabell, Chandler, 
| Clarke, Cole, Dixon, Dunean, Eliot, Ewing, Freedley, Ful- 
| ler, Gentry, Grinnell, Halloway, Hay, Hibbard, Hilliard, 
|| Holmes, Houston, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, Kerr, Jas. 
| G. King, John A. King, La Sere, Littlefield, Matteson, 
McDowell, ;McKissock, B. M. McLane, Moore, Nelson, 
Newell, Otis, Parker, Putnam, Risley, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, 
Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, 
| Taylor, John B. Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tuck, Van Dyke, 
|| Vinton, and White—61. 

Mr. STANTON said that he had paired off 
‘| with Mr. Harris, of Illinois, but that if he had 
voted he would have voted in the negative. 

|| Mr. FULLER stated that he had paired off 
|| with Mr. Witmor. 

} So the bill was laid on the table. 

+» Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. CARTTER moved to lay that motion on 
the table. ; 

‘|| Mr. BAYLY said that he had not yielded the 
} 

|| floor. : 

|| The SPEAKER stated that a motion to recon- 
| sider was not debatable; and that, conernonny 
| the gentleman from Virginia had yielded t 

| when he made his motion. 

‘|| Mr. HOUSTON moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the yeas and nays, but 

|| they were not ordered. 

he question being taken, the House refused to 
}} adjourn. 

ir. HOLMES moved a call of the House, 
|| which was refused. : 

Mr. H. then moved that the House adjourn. 

} 








1e floor 


Mr. WHITE demanded tellers, and they were 
| ordered. 
And thequestion being taken by tellers, (Messrs. 
|| Brooxs and Txompson acting,) resulted in the 
!] negatreayes 60, noes 65. 
o the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that there be a call of the 
House, and asked for the yeas and nays on that 
motion; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, moved that the 
House do adjourn. 
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; Mr. BAYLY called for the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which were ordered, and being taken, 
were—yeas 65, nays 70; as follow: 


yEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Bayly, 
pokee, Bowie, Breck, Brooks, Bullard, Burrows, E. Car- 
agton Cabell, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Deberry, Dixon, 
Duncan, Eliot, Ewing, Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Grinnell, 
Halloway, Hay, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holmes, 
Houston, Howard, Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, Kerr, Jas. 
G. King, John A. King, LaSére, Mason, Matteson, Mc- 
powell, McKissock, Robert M. McLane, Moore, Morrison, 
Nelson, Newell, Otis, Parker, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Richardson, Ross, Rumsey, Schermerhorn, School- 
-ratt, Shepperd, Silvester, John B. Thompson, Thurman, 
Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, and White—65. 


NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Averett, Bell, Bowlin, | 


nrisbin, Buel, Butler, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Clingman, W. R. 


WW. Cobb, Coleock, Conger, Corwin, Danner, Doty, Dun- | 


ham, Durkee, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Giddings, 


Gilbert, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Green, Haralson, Sampson | 
W. Harris, Henry, Hoagland, Howe, Andrew Jolson, | 


Jones, Julian, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, MecDen- 
ald, McGaughey, MeLanahan, 


McMullen, MeQueean, | 


Meade, Morris, Orr, Phelps, Potter, Risley, Robbins, Rob- | 


inson, Sackett, Savage, Sprague, Strong, Sweetser, Thom- 
as, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, Walden, Waldo, 
Watkins, Wellborn, Whittlesey, and Young—70. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on the motion that there 
be a call of the House; on which motion the yeas 
and nays had been ordered. 

The question was taken, and resulted—yeas 50, 
nays 86—as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Bayly, Bokee, 
Rowie, Breck, Brooks, Buel, Burrows, Butler, E. C. 
Cabell, Chandler, Clarke, Dixon, Duncan, Fuller, Grinnell, 
Halloway, Hay, Hilliard, Holmes, Houston, Howard,Joseph 
W. Jackson, Kerr, James G. King, John A. King, LaSere, 
Matteson, MeKissock, Robert M. MeLane, Nelson, Neweil, 


Phelps, Putnam, Reynolds, Rumsey, Schermerhorn, School- | 
craft, Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Thurman, Toombs, | 


Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Wentworth, and White—50. 


NAYS.—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Anderson, Averett, | 


Beale, Bell, Bowlin, Boyd, Brisbin, W.J. Brown, J. Cable, 
G. A.Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter,Clingman, 


W. R. W. Cobb, Coleoek, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Danner, | 


Deberry, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmuridson, Nathan 
Evans, Featherston, Fitch, Freedley, Gentry, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Green, Haralson, Harlan, 
s, W. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holladay, 
Howe, Hunter, Jones, H. Mann, J. Mann, Marshall, Mason, 
McDowell, McGaughey, McLanahan, McMullen, Mc- 
Queen, Meade, Moore, Morris, Morrison, Orr, Parker, Pit- 
man, Potter, Reed, Risley, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Sack- 
ett, Savage, Strong, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 


‘ohn B. Thompson, Tuck, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, | 


Wetkins, Wellborn, Whittlesey, and Young.—86. 

Ss a call of the House was not ordered. 

Mr. TOOMBS said that he thought this strugg! 
would result in nothing, and it was only reason- 
able that the 
House. 


cole 


He therefore moved an adjournment. 


The motion was agreed to, and the House ad- 


journed. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented under the 


rule; and referred to appropriate committees : 

ty Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of the clerks in 
the Chicago post office, praying for an increase of thei@al- 
ares, 

Also, the petition of citizens of the town of McHenry, in 
McHenry county, in favor of a Congress of Nations, to set- 
Ue all disputes between nations. 

Also, the petition of Anson H. Taylor, of Chicago, for re- 
muneration of his services during the Black Hawk war. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Limestone, Troquois 
coukty, for granting four additional sections of land in 
each township for school purposes, where there are that 
number, and all there are in that township where there are 
not that number. 

ty Mr. WALDEN: The petition of John J. Van Stern- 
borgh, assistant marshal, and other citizens of Schoharie 
county, New York, praying that the compensation allowed 
to the assistant marshal by the act of May 23, 1850, for ta- 
king the seventh census, may be increased. 

By Mr. GOTT : The memorial of citizens of Onondaga 
county, New York, for an additional compensation to as- 
sistant marshals for taking the census. 


By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of 112 citizens of Wayne | 


county, Indiana, praying Congress to repeal the fugitive 
slave law passed at the last session. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: Numerous memorials from citi- 
zens Of various parts of the State of Pennsylvania, asking 
for a modification of the bounty land law. 

_Also, the memorial of Alice Dowlin, asking compensa- 
ton for the services of her husband, Terrence Dowlin. 





IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 21, 1851. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. M. P. Firumore, his 
Secretary, sent in compliance with a resolution 


of the Senate, transmitting a report from the Sec- | 


retary of State, containing the correspondence of 
the United States Consul at Panama with the Sec- 


uestion should be decided in a full 








retary of State and Postmaster General, in rela- | 

















| cation on the table. 








tion to taxation by the Government of New Gra- 
nada, on citizens of the United States when in 
transitu across the Isthmus of Panama, and all cor- 
respondence relating to mail service at said Isth- 
mus; which was read, ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the 
body a communication from the Secretary of the 


| Interior, made in compliance with a resolution of 


the Senate of the 18th instant, transmitting a re- 
a> of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in re- 
ation to the practice of the Government in paying 
Indian annuities; which was read. : 


Mr. TURNEY. I move to lay the communi- 


Mr. EWING. I hope the report of fe Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs will be read. 
The report was then read, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice or INDIAN AFFaIRs. 
Srr: The resolution of the Senate, in the words follow 


ing: ‘ That the Secretary of the Interior communicate to 
the Senate what has been and is the practice of the Govern 


ment in paying the Indian annuities, wheter to the chiefs | 


| Or per capita ; and upon what authority is said practice 
| founded. 


Did not the decisions made by Mr. Ewing, late 
Secretary of the Interior, in the cases alluded to, divert the 
Indian annuities from the per capita as had been the prac- 
tice ??? having been referred by you to this office, | have the 
honor to report thereon that previous to the passage of the 
act of 1847, chapter 66, the general practice of the Govern 
mentin paying Indian annuities was to pay the chiefs of the 
tribe. To this practice, however, there were numerous ex 
ceptions. 

Since the passage of the act of 1847, the general practice 
has been, and is, to pay the annuities to the heads of fam 


ilies and other individuals entitled to participate therein; | 


but to this practice, also, there have been frequent excep 
tions. Among these exceptions are the cases in which Mr. 
Ewing, while Secretary of the Interior, directed portions ot 
the annuities belonging to certain tribes to be appropriated 
to the payment of their debts. 

The want of uniformity in the practice of paying annui- 
ties under the act of 1847, may be attributed to the fact that 
the act itself submits the matter in a great measure ‘to the 
discretion of the President and Secretary of War,’ neither 
of whom has at any time preseribed in writing a general 
rule on the subject. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

L. LEA, Commissioner. 
Hon. A. H. H. Stuart, Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. EWING. Mr. President, I am very glad 
that a call has been made, and we have received 
the information which that call contemplated; and 
in connection with the answer of the Secretary of 


the Interior I would observe, that any one who | 


will look at the act of 1847 will see that it is not 
a repeal of any of the provisions of the act of 1834. 
It does not vary that act, except that it gives the 
President and the Secretary of War, and after- 
wards the Secretary of the Interior, instead of the 
Secretary of War, discretion to change the pay- 
ments of annuities heretofore made to Indian 
chiefs to payments per capita whenever they should 
see fit to make an order to that effect. That is the 
whole operation of the act of 1847. The Presi- 
dent, as far as I am advised, never made an order 
under it. So the discretion has rested, and still 
rests, with the Secretary. 

The letter of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
reply to the resolutions of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, will, I trust, satisfy the Senate of the true 
value of the out-of-door hearsays habitually re- 
tailed by the Senator here, and most unflinchingly 
persevered in. 

But the other day, the Senator averred and 
vouched the Second Auditor as his authority 
that, while Secretary of the Interior, I had taken 
the funds of the Indians which, by treaty stipulation, 
were payable per capita, and paid them to agents 
and creditors; and when I produced the letter of 
the Second Auditor, declaring that he did not re- 
member to have so stated, and pointing out the 
cases to which he referred, in what he did in fact 
state; and when | proved by the law, and the 
treaty, and a copy of the order made by me, that 
the accusation was false, the Senator saw fit to re- 
affirm it on the spot in the face of the proof, and 
to couch his reaffirmation in terms sufficiently un- 
measured and offensive. It was all that was left 
for the Senator; a man utterly confounded by facts 
and argument can do nothing but rail. But he 
has now taken a new tack, and framed this reso- 
lution of inquiry in the hope that the answer 
would disclose something Which might serve as a 
substitute for the thing affirmed by him, and dis- 
proved by me—something about per capita pay- 











ments—which would do for him and his informer | 


to slide off upon. Again he has failed, and must 
give it up or mend his hold. 
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I have endeavored, as a mere matter of curios- 
| ity, to discover the reason of the persistence of the 
| Senator in what he must well know to be a fla- 
| 











grant wrong; and I am satisfied that it springs out 

of, as it connects itself with, an investigation 

which came off in the House of Representatives, 
| in the past year, and is a kind of extension or 
»rolongation of it, not now conducted by the same 
individuals, but by a kind of residuary legatee of 
the defunct committee. 

I wish, Mr. President, to avail myself of the oe- 
casion furnished me by the Senator from Tennes- 
see to call the attention of the public to this mat- 
ter, not only the branch of it in the process of 
| enactment in the Senate, but also to the investiga- 

tion by the late committee of the House; and I 
| wish to make some personal explanations respect- 
| ing it, which my situation heretofore has never 
enabled me to make. 

The resolutions authorizing that investigation 
were voted by the House on the forma! aceusation 
of a member from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,} 
who professed to have certain and specific inform- 
ation, from reliable sources, of divers wrongs 
perpetrated by me as Secretary of the Interior, on 
which he founded his demand for the inquiry. 
He was appointed chairman of the committee, 
thus filling the two highly responsible situations, 
(by some jurists thought to be not quitecompatible, ) 
of accuser and judge. He succeeded in getting an 
accusatory report from a majority of the committee, 
| on two only of his five resolutions. 

One of these two was the allowance of commu- 
| tation and interest in lieu of half-pay to the officers 
| of the navy of Virginia, who served in the revolu- 

tionary war. With this case I had nothing to do, 
| except to refer it to the Attorney General for his 

opinion, and direct my subordinates to be governed 
by that opinion when obtained; and also to correct 
an error in the computation of interest, committed 
by the Commissioner of Pensions, which was 
discovered, condemned, and cerrected by me long 
before the committee of investigation was raised, 
but which was, gevertheless, made by them the 
subject of a ieee in the form of a resolution 


|} awainst me. 


The second was what is called the Chickasaw 
case. It was one of much detail, and its merits, 
whatever they were, had to be drawn from a huge 
volume of papers, which I had no time to examine 
| or consider. I therefore referred it, untouched, to 
the Attorney General. When, after some months, 
he returned it to me with his opinion, a person 
representing himself as agent of the Chickasaws, 
or some of them, objected that there was some 
evidence or arguments which had not been before 
that officer, when he decided it. I thereupon re- 
opened the case, remanded it to the Attorney Gen- 
eral, and requested him to reéxamine it; this he 
did, and on his certifying to me his final opinion, 
| 1 directed my subordinate officers to earry it into 
| effect. This was my whole agency in the Chick- 

asaw case; and these Were the only cases in which 
| a majority of the committee were able to screw 
| themselves up toa report against me. They were 
| cases in fact in which I merely fixed my formal 
| official signature. The truth is, the committee 

knew nothing of the subjects which they under- 
| took to investigate. It was an experiment, an ex- 
| ploring expedition; they were around me on every 

side, like the prophet of Midian around the tents 
| of Israel, trying to find a spot from which they 
might curse me; but, unlike that prophet, though 
they failed to find such a spot, they nevertheless 
uttered the curse. 

Sut the report of the majority, after they had 
made it, impugning me for the two above-named 
opinions of the Attorney General, and for the 
ecies of the Commissiener of Pensions, which 
I had long before corrected, was voted down b 
their own political friends in the House. The ab- 
surdity and injustice were too gross even for party 
drill to sustain it; and the chairman of the commit- 
| tee was placed in the unenviable position of a false 

| accuser and unjust judge. 

As an act of justice to the Speaker of the House, 

I will say that he was clearly right in placing on 
that committee a majority favorable to the investi- 
gation. I will say further, that he did me justice 
in the selection of the minority members. They 
were men of high character and capacity, and they 
did me full justice. The wrong that I complain of 
from the Speaker was his appointing the accuser 
| upon the committee, and especially as its chair- 
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man; and more especially that he put no man on 
the majority of the committee of leading mind and 
talent. If there had been of that majority one 
man of elevation, of high political character and 
position—one who valued his own personal repu- 
tation for justice and correctness above his party 
allegiance, the investigation would not have ae 
a week—but there was none such. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator must be 
aware that criticism upon the proceedings of the 
Liouse of Representatives is not in order. 

Mr. EWING, I will endeavor not to violate 
the rules of order. 

in the beginning of the investigation, and during 

its progress, letters were sent me by the committee 
asking for information, which I gave in written 
answers. In some of these I maintained positions 
of law; in others I explained facts, showing very 
clearly my action in each case, and the reason on 
which it was founded. When the report of the 
committee was published, all save one of those 
letters were suppressed ; I know not, and I care 
not by whom; it is enough for me that they were 
suppressed, and do not anywhere appear in the 
yublished document. Those letters are before me. 
i will not take up the time of the Senate to read 
them, but will hand them to the reporter, to be 
published with my remarks. I do this, that any 
one who shall hereafter read the report may have 
access to the letters also; and I venture to say that 
no one can read them without getting some new 
light as to the character of the investigation and 
the purpose and capacity of the majority of the 
investigators. The suppression of the correspond- 
ence might pass for a high effort of genius, who- 
soever may be entitled to the merit of it. It no 
doubt was supposed that it had concealed from the 
publie a large part of the evidence of the injustice 
and folly of the proceeding. But secrets such as 
this are hard to keep. It is fabled of Midas, that 
when his ears were grown to a great length, and 
in a shape not exactly human, he sought conceal- 
ment, and threatened his barber with death if he 
betrayed him. The poor fellqy, to relieve him- 
self and yet escape the deepentilite a hole in the 
ground, and whispered the secret there; and a 
clump of reeds grew up on the spot, and gave it 
to the winds, which spread it wheresoever they 
blew. in this there has been as little success. 
Had the letters been published, they would have 
appeared in about two hundred and fifty docu- 
ments, confined principally to the shelves of the 
Capitol libraries. Being suppressed, I am con- 
strained to bring them forward here, and they 
will pass into the hands of thousands. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chairis very unwill- 
ing to interrupt the gentleman, but he cannot per- 
mit the Senator to proceed in such a course of re- 
mark. 

Mr. EWING. Mr. President, I will not say 
another word to which the Chair can object. 

The Senator from Tennessee in his remarks the 
other day, is reported to have said: 

*T do not understand how these gentlemen could be 
agents for the nation. I understand they know how to per- 
petrate as gross frauds as any people in the world. I was 
told the other day that application was made to Congress 
to pay a jarge amount which had been obtained by collu- 
sion, and which had been once paid wrongfully. The agent 
had obtained from the Indians a eontract tu receive some 
seventy or eighty thousand dollars for establishing their 
right to a certain amount, which had never been contested. 
Atterwards the chiefs of the nation made a protest against 
its payment. The superintendent, Mr. Armstrong, came 
and protested, and under that Administration it was not 
paid. The nation ascertained what had been done, dis- 
missed these chiefs and elected new ones, and they sent on 
their protest against this payment. But under the present 
or last Administration, if we may term it so, it was paid. 
But application will be made to refund it to the nation. I 
obtained the history of this matter from an agent who is 
acting in the prosecution of these claims,” 

I either did not hear the Senator or did not 
remark what he said, and therefore did not then 
reply to it. These remarks, however, referred to 
the Chickasaw ease, with which, as I have already 
said, | had nothing to do, except to refer it and 
abide by the final decision of the Attorney Gen- 
eral upon it. But the gentleman who acted as 
agent, |Mr. Gwan,] and who in his capacity of 
agent is charged by the Senator from Tennessee 
with fraud and collusion, happens to have a seat 
on this floor and can answer for himself. It is 
safe to leave that branch of the subject with him, 
and [ now call his attention to’it. 

The following are the letters submitted by Mr. 
Ewine as a part of his speech: 
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Apri 26, 1850. 
Sir: I have the honor to enclose to you, by order of the 


select committee, a copy of the resolutions adopted by the 


House of Representatives on the 22d instant. é 
I have also the honor to enclose a copy of the resolution 
of the committee, this day adopted, by which I have been 


directed to forward to you the resolutions of the House of 


Representatives. 

You will perceive that, by the resolution of the commit- 
tee, you “ have permission to attend the sittings of this com- 
mittee.”’ 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, W. A. RICHARDSON, 

Hon. Tuomas Ewine, 

Secretary of the Interior. 


3lsTt Concress—lst Session. 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
In the House of Representatives, April 22, 1850. 
On motion of Mr. Richardson, 
Resolved, That a select committee of nine be appointed, 


with power to send for persons and papers, to inguire and 
report to this House whether Thomas Ewing, Secretary of 
the Interior, reopened and paid to G. W. and W. G. Ewing 


a claim against the United States of $77,000, after the same 


had been adjudicated and rejected by the proper officer of 


the Government, before said Ewing was inducted into said 


office of the Interior; who were agents and attorneys for 
said claim; what clerk in the office of said Department of 
“the Interior had interest in said claim; and how said inter- 


est, if any, was acquired. 


2d. Whether said Ewing reopened and paid interest, to 
the amount of $31,000, on the pension granted to Commo- 
dore James Barron, for services rendered in the Virginia 
navy during the revolutionary war, after the principal had 
been fully paid and discharged; and, if said interest was 
paid, was it simple or compound; who was the agent or 
attorney for said claim; and the authority for such claim, 


if any. 


3d. Whether said Ewing reopened and paid a claim toa 
person or persons, on behalf of the Chickasaw Indians, of 
$108,000, after the same had been adjudicated and rejected 
| by the proper officer of the Government, before said Ewing 
was inducted into the office of the Interior; who was the 
agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, and who was the 
party or parties in interest; and whether said agents, attor- 
neys, or partics in interest held, at the time of such pay- 
ment, any office under this Government, or now hold such 


office, and, if so, what office. 


4th. Whether said Ewing exercised the power of ap- 
pointment in the Pension and General Land Office ; wheth- 
er the same was in violation of law; also, whether any 
clerk of said Ewing’s appointment reviews the opinions 
and decisions of the Commissioner of Pensions, by order 
and direction of said Ewing; and, if so, the authority for 


such order and direction. 


5th. Whether any person or persons in office, by appoint- 
ment from said Ewing, are correspondents or editors of 
newspapers; and what papers they edit or write for; and 


what are their salaries. 


Resolved, That the chairman of this committee commu- 
nicate to the Hon. Thomas Ewing, Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, acopy of the resolutions introduced into the House of 
Represensatives on the 22d instant, by Hon. Mr. Richard- 
son, and adopted by that body on the same day, and that 
the said Secretary be requested to communicate to this 
committee, with as little delay as possible, the copies of all 
papers and records in his office, or under his control, touch- 
ing the matters and things contained in said resolutions, 
and that said Secretary have permission to attend the sit- 


tings of this committee. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wasuinoton, May 6, 1850. 


Sir: T have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 26th ultimo, enclosing resolutions of the House 
of Representatives, five in number, and also a resolution of 
the committee of which you are chairman, directing me to || 
communicate to said committee, with as little delay as pos- || 
sible, copies of all papers and records in my office or under 
my control touching the matters and things contained in 


said resolutions of the House of Representatives. 


As to the first resolution, which is in the following words: 

* Resolved, That a select committee of nine be appointed, 
with power to send for persoris and papers, to inquire and 
report to this House whether Thomas Ewing, Secretary of || 
the interior, reopened and paid to G. W. and W.G. Ewing 
a claim against the United =:.tes of $77,000, after the same 
had been adjudicated and rejecved by the proper officers of 
Government before the said Ewing was inducted into said 
office of the interior; who were agents and attorneys for 
said claim; what clerk in the office of said Depattment of 
the Interior had interest in said claim; and how said in- 


terest, if any, was acquired”’-— 


I beg leave to suggest that there has been no claim of G. 
W. and W. G. Ewing against the United States of $77,000, 
considered, 
epartment, 


or any other sum, presented to me, or reopened 
allowed, or paid by me since I came into this bd 
and that [ have ao knowledge of any such elaim. 


Several claims have, however, been presented to the 
Indian office by those persons against different tribes of 
Indians, some of which have been allowed in that office, 
No one of 
these so conforms to the resolution as to allow me to con- 
No one of them is 
No one of || 
them is for $77,000, or anything approaching that sum. 
No one of them was reopened and paid by me after it had 
been adjudicated and rejected by the proper officer of Gov- 
ernment before [ came into office, and there is no one of 
them in which I know or suspect any clerk in the De- 
partment of the Interior, to have, or to have had, any in- 


and some brought before me for consideration. 


elude that it is the case called for. 
against the Government of the United States. 


terest. 


Under these circumstances, [ know not what case to 
copy and transmit to the committee, and it would be very 
unpleasant to me if, for want of some distinctive designa- 


I. there- 
fore wait for a description by which the case intended can 


tion, I should mistake and send the wrong case. 


be identified. 
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| in the affirmative by the Attorney General in the ¢ 
, John M. Galt. 


| tation when no judgment had been rendered for j 


| Ewell, a copy of which, with my letter asking the o 
| is sent herewith. 


| 








| Pensions in his letter to Frederick 


| claimed. 






___¥eb.@i, 


The case of James Barron, called for under the 
resolution, involves three questions, namely : 

lst. Whether commutation can be allowed in jie 
pay, under the resolution of Congress of March 
the act of the Legislature of Virginia of December 
the acts of C ess of July 5, 1832, of March 34 
andof August 15, 1848, where no judgment has been 
dered for it against the State of Virginia. This w 


second 


U of half 
22, 1783; 
16,1799: 
1845, 
ren. 
as decided 


A copy of his opinion, with a letter wo 
Commissioner of Pensions, stating the facts of the case. 
said Galt, is herewith transmitted. (See Doe. 1, pare. 
numbered ] and 2.) » Papers 


2d. Whether interest should be allowed on the commn- 


t in the 
Native by 
Thomas 

Pinion 
(See Doc. 1, papers numbered 4 and +’ 
3d. Whether the officers of the navy of Virginia were on, 


courts of Virginia? This was decided inthe affiry 
the opinion of the Attorney General in the case of 


| titled to commutation in like manner with theofficers jy 1), 


land service? This was decided in the affirmative jy the 


| case of Commodore James Barron, in accordance wit) th, 
| opinion of the Attorney General, and, being the principal 


case, copies of all the papers pertaining to it are sent here. 
with. (See Doc. I, papers numbered 7, 7 a, 7 b, and so on.) 

This case was not reopened by me, as it had never been 
decided before I came into office. The ease of Johny y 


| Galt, which involves a leading principle of this ease 


was brought before the Seeretary of War in August, 1848, 


| who declined to decide it, as will appear by the letter of th: 


Commissioner of Pensions of March 22, 1849. (See Doc 


| 1, paper 1.) 


When commutation was allowed, no question appears tp 
have been ever made as to the propriety of allowing inter. 


| est uponit before the case of Thomas Ewell, July 14, isi, 


(see Doc. 1, paper 4,) and the objection to commutation j; 
the Barron case was first raised by the Commissioner oy 

Vincent, dated August 
1, 1849. (See Doe. 1,'paper numbered 7 c.) 

Interest upon interest was paid in the case of James Rar. 
ren, and also in the cases of William Graves, George Walls, 
and Charles Grier, but it occurred by an error of the Cow 
missioner of Pensions, or, properly, of the chancery coun 
of Virginia, (see judgment in Galt’s case, Doe. 1, paper 
7 z,) whose rule of calculation the Commissioner, withoy 
any instructions to that effect from this Department, direct. 
ed the Third Auditor to follow, which he did. 

In the case of William Graves, the first in which this 


| error occurred, the Commissioner made his certificate whic 


was approved at the Department as a matter of course, with- 
out reading, aS it was presumed to be made according to 
principles already settled, either by instructions from the 
Department, or in the practice of the office. The error was 


| discovered in the case of Graves, and supposed to have 


been corrected, by letter from this Department, dated No. 
vember 21, 1849, (Doe. 1, paper 10,) but it was only correct. 
ed in part by the Commissioner in that case ; and it after- 
wards occurred in the cases of George Walls, Charles Grier, 
and James Barron. When my attention was again drawn 
to the subject, I caused the mode of calculation to be im 
mediately and peremptorily corrected, and directed that the 
money which had been erroneously paid should be re- 
It was so, but has not been refunded, excepta 
part in the case of William Graves. The correspondence 
on the subjeet is herewith sent. (See Doc. 1, papers 8 
17, inclusive.) 

The Chickasaw case, embraced in the third resolution, 
arose out of an alleged erroneous adjustment of the accounts 
of the Chickasaw nation in 1837. The account was re- 
opened pursuant to instructions from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, dated the 4th day of September, 1846, (Doc. lI, 
page 66,) and restated by the fe ot accounting officers of 
the Treasury; by the Seeond Auditor on the 5th of Septem- 


| ber, 1846; by the Second Comptroller on the 7th of Septem- 









| ber, 1846, (Doe. If. pages 72, 73, and 74;) and the only ques 
| tions that remained open when I came into office were, Ist, 


out what appropriation was the sum found due to be paid? 


| 2d, (as to a part of it only) to whom was it to be paid? 


These questions were submitted to the Attorney General, 
and the accounting officers were directed to be governed by 
his opinion. (See Doe. II, pages 100, 125, 126, 134, 253 
and 254. 
Appointments in the Pension Office.—I have habitually 
exercised the power of appointment in the Bureau of the 
Jommissioner of Pensions, as will be seen by the copies of 
letters of appointment which are herewith sent. (See Doe. 
III, papers 1 to 16, inclusive.) I have done so under the 


| following provisions of Constitution and law : 


ist. The last clause of the second section of the second arti- 
cle of the Constitution, which declares * That the Congress 
‘ may by law vest the appointment of such inferior officer 
‘as they think proper in the President alone, in the cours 
‘of law, or in the heads of Departments.”’ 

2d. The sixth article of the Constitution, which declares 


| that “ All executive i officers, both of the United 
| * States and of the seve 
| ‘affirmation to support the Constitution.” 


States, shall be bound by oath or 


3d. The second section of the act of March 3d, 179, 
which provides “ That each and every clerk and other 0! 
‘ ficer already appointed in any of the Departments of th 


| © United States, (and who have not, since their appoit! 


‘ment, taken the oath or affirmation hereafter mentione4,) 
‘ shall, within fifteen days after the passage of this act, an¢ 


‘ those who shall hereafter be appointed, before they ente! 


| €upon the duties of such appointment, take an oath or * 
| § firmation before one of the justices of the Supreme oe 
| €or one of the judges of a Distriet Court of the Unite 


‘ States, to support the Constitution of the United States; 
‘and also an oath or affirmation well and faithfully to exe 
‘cute the trust committed to him, which oaths or affirms 
‘tions, subseribed by such clerk and certified by the os 
‘ administering the same, shall be filed in the office of the 
* person employing such clerk.” oes 
And there is nothing in the several acts for appointing °" 
continuing the office of Commissioner of Pensions, OF - 
the appropriations for clerks in that bureau, which direct’) 
or by implication confers on the Commissioner the appoint 
ing power. In view of the legal provisions above relerr 
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to, especially the act of March 3d, 1791, there can be no 


goubt that regular clerks in the several Departments and | 


pureaus are officers. They are expressly so designated in 
the said act. They are required to take an oath of office. 
They have official duties assigned to them, and salaries the 
reguiar emoluments of office. If this be so, Congress can- 
not constitutionally vest the power of appointing them in 
any officer below the head of a Department, and in this 
case there is no provision of law which looks like an at- 
tempt to do so. 

Appointments in the General Land Office.—The tenth 
section of the act of July 4th, 1836, reorganizing the General 
Land Office, provides : ** That the Commissioner be author- 
ized to employ, for the service of the General Land Office,” 
divers clerks, with designated salaries, and ithaving been 
understood that this provision vested the appointment of 
clerks in the Commissioner, I have thus far been governed 
py that construction, without inquiring whether it was in 
accordance with the second section of the second article of 
the Constitution of the United States or not; and I have 
made no appointments of any kind in that bureau. There 
are, therefore, nO papers in my department or under my 
control which come within the resolution of the comumnittee, 
except the opinion of Attorney General Butler, (Doe. III, 


paper 64,) as to the effect of the above-named act, bearing || 


date the day that the said act was approved, the order of 
President Jackson, of same date, (Doc. III, paper 65,) 
under the superintendence of the Treasury Departnent, 
and the records (Doc. IIT, papers 19 to 63) which show by 
whom the appointments in that bureau have been in fact 


} 








of papers in the case of Commodore James Barron, if the 
same can be given by you. 
I have the honor io be your obedient servant, 
W. A. RICHARDSON. 


Secretary of the Department of Interior. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


* Resolved, Thatthe Hon. Thomas Ewing, Secretary of | 


the Interior, be requested to communicate to this commit- 
tee, without delay, the copies of all papers, records, and re- 
ceipts in his office or under his control, touching the claim 
of Com. James Barron for half pay or commutation of pay, 
as well those papers, records, and receipts which were filed 
in any office now under the control of the said Secretary 
prior to the year 1832, as well as those which have been 


| filed since that time, if there be any such which haye not 
| already been furnished the committee.” 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
‘ WasHIneTon, May 8, 1850. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledze the receipt of your 
letter of yesterday, transmitting a copy of a resolution of the 
select committee of which you are chairman, in the follow- 
ing words: 

* Resolved, That the Hon.’Thomas Ewing, Secretary of 
the Interior, be requested to communicate to this commit- 
tee, without delay, the copies of all papers, records, and re- 


ceipts in his office or under his control, touching the claim 


| of Commodore James Barron, for half pay or commutation 


made since | came into office, all which I have the honor | 


to transmit herewith. 

I deem it, however, proper for me to say that I am satis- 
fied, on full consideration of the provisions of Constitution 
and law above cited, and, in addition thereto, of the 6th sec- 
tion of the act of March 3d, 1845, (Statutes at Large, vol. 
5, page 764,) which recognizes an existing power in the 


Secretary of the Treasury to remove clerks in that bureau, | 


that the practice to which I have conformed is erroneous, 
and that no clerk in the General Land Office, no more than 
in any.of the other bureaus, can be legally in office unless 


of pay, as well those papers, records, and receipts which 
were filed in any office now under the control of the said 
Secretary prior to the year 1832, as well as those which 


| have been filed since that time, if there be any such which 


he be appointed by the President and Senate, the President | 


himself, or the head of the Department to which the bureau 
pertains. 

Reviewing the Decisions of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions.—I have, since the first organization of the Depart- 
ment, had a clerk whe attends to the correspondence with 
the Pension Office, takes care of the papers which come 
from it, assists me as far as he can in preparing appealed 
cases for decision, and who copies and records my opinions 
and those of the Attorney General relating to bounty lands 
and pensions; and since the erroneous calculation of inter- 
est in the cases above referred to, | have required a clerk 


in the Department proper to examine all certificates from | 


that office and the papers on which they are issued before 


they are laid on my table for signature, thus providing an | 


additional guard against accident and error. 
About the beginning of the present year there was a very 


great number of cases brought up on appeal from that office, | 
all depending upon mere questions of evidence, and it was | 


obvious, On the face of many of them, that they had not been 
well considered, but (probably to escape the linportunity of 


agents) hastily passed upon and dispatched to me for exam- | 


ination and decision. On the 4th of January (Doc. I, paper 
%) | sent back fifty of them, with directions to the Commis- 
sioner to have them examined by the chief clerk, whom I 


have notalready been furnished the committee?’ — 

And, in reply, to state that I have already furnished the 
committee with all the papers under my control in the case 
referred to. 7 

I, however, referred copies of the above resolution to the 
Commissioner of Pensions and the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury, copies of whose reports [ have the honor to sub 
mit herewith. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

T. EWING, Secretary. 
Hon. Witiiam A. Ricuarpson, Chairman of the Select 
Committee, House of Representatives. 





Pension Orrice, May 8, 1850. 
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DePaRTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wasaineron, May 13, 1850. 

Str: In compliance with the resolution of the committee, 
I have the honor to state that there is no case of any claim 
of W. G. and G. W. Ewing, or any in which they “ were 
interested as partners with others against the Government 
or any of the Indian tribes,’’ within my knowledge, or, on 
earetul search disclosed by the records of the Department, 
which was adjudicated and decided before I came into 
office, and which has since been reopened and allowed by 
me. 

There is in schedule F of the report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs of November 30, 1848, a list of claime 
against the Pottawatomie Indians, fifteen in number. 
Among them are two claims in favor of W. G. and G. W. 
Ewing on national obligations, executed at the same time 
and place with the treaty, one witnessed by the Superintend- 
ent of Indian Affairs for 36,410 70, the other witnessed by 
the Indian sub-agent for #40,277, with a credit thereon for 
$12,250, leaving a balance due of $28,027. There isalsoa 
claim of Ewing & Clymer for 24,773, made at the same time 
and under like circumstances. These claims, with the 


| class to which they belong, were for some time pending be- 


Sir: I have the honor to state, in reply to your letter of | 


this date, and with reference to the resolution of the select 
committee of the House of Representatives calling for 
** copies of all papers, records and receipts, tofiiching the 
claim of Commodore James Barron for half-pay, or commu 

tation of half-pay,”’ that no papers appertaining to the case 


| remain upon the files of this office. 
[ have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient | 


knew to be asound lawyer; fhat he should avail himself of | 


assistance in those and all other cases of doubt, and bear his 
opinion upon them, and that in each case of appeal he 
should have a brief made out by him and sent to me with 
the papers. 

My objectin this was to facilitate the dispatch of busi- 
ness, to establish uniformity of decision, and to relieve my- 
self from an unreasonable amount of drudgery, which a 
clerk who was a lawyer could very well pertorm. My au- 
thority for so doing is to be found in the 6th section of the 
act of March 3d, 1849, which establishes this Department. 

The difficulty with the decisions of the Commissggner 
when not aided by legal advice, will be further explain®d to 
the committee by the correspondence on this head. (Doc. 
I, papers 18 to 23, inclusive. ) 

The fifth resolution refers strictly to the time of its pas- 
sage. It directs the committee to inquire ‘* whether any 


person or persons in office by appointment from said Ewing | 


are correspondents or editors of newspapers,’’ which ex- 


actness of language was, as I suppose, intended to exclude | 


all inquiry into the then past. There is no correspondence 
orany matter of record in the Department relating to the sub- 


ject which would embrace that or any subsequent time. I | —e. : . 
|| on file in this office. 


do not send the correspondence which does relate to the 
subject prior to that date, because it is not within the resolu- 
tion, and because I do not suppose it is desired by the com- 
mittee, 


Ido not know whether any person in office by appoint- 


ment from me was at the date of the resolutions, or has been | 


since, an editor or correspondent of a newspaper. IL have 
hot thought it necessary to inquire, as I do not consider it an 
otlence to be either the one or the other, unless the paper be 


disreputable, so that connection with it implies a moral taint, | 


or unless the correspondence be in itself in some way objec- 


tonable; and when the officers in the Departinent do their | 


duty faithfully during business hours, I have not felt it in- 
cumbent on me, unless complaints were made against them, 
© inqurie into their vocation, or the mauner in which they 
‘pend their own time at their own homes. 

_ The names of the parties who were agents and attorneys 
in the cases herein mentioned will appear by reference to 
the papers themselves. 

Thave the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obe- 
dient servent, - EWING, Secretary. 
The Hon. Wintiam A. Ricwarpson, Chairman of the Se- 

lect Committee of the House of Representatives. 





Wasuinaron city, May7, 1850. 


Sir: Enclosed I have the honor to transmit you a copy of 
‘resolution adopted by select committee appointed by the 





| 

i 
| 
i! 


| servant, 


servant, J. L. EDWARDS, 
Commissioner of Pensions, 
Hon. T. Ewine, Secretary of the Interior. 


: TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Turrp Avuptror’s Orricr, May 8, 1850. 
Srr: [ have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of this morning, enclosing a copy of the resolution of 
the select committee of the House of Representatives, of 
which the Hon. W. A. Richardson is chairman, requesting 
copies of certain papers therein mentioned, and that if 
there be any such papers on file in this office, to furnish 


| copies of the same to you withras little delay as possible. 


In reply I have to state that there are no papers on file 
in this office relating to the case of Commodore James Bar 
ron for half-pay, or for commutation:in lieu thereof, (to 
which the aforesaid resolution refers,) other than those 


| which you have had, connected with the settlement of said 


claim made January 2, 1850, which [ understand you have 
caused copies to be taken for the use of the select commit- 
tee hereinbefore referred to. 

It may not be improper to remark that the payment made 
by the State of Virginia, #2,008 52, on the 15th December, 
1823, is upwards of eight years prior to the act of July 5, 
1832, under which alone these claims of Virginia have been 
paid at the Treasuary of the United States, and that the 


| of W.G. & G. W. Ewing was one. 


only authority for deducting that payment in the settlement | 


of January 2, 1850, was found in the decision of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, under which said settlement was 


made ; and consequently that the copies you are understood | 
to have furnished, embrace all the papers touching the | 
case in question that are known to be now or to have been | 


I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient | 


JOHN 8. GALLAHER, 4uditor. 
Te the Hon. Tuomas Ewine, 


Secretary of the Interior. 
P. 8. In response to a verbal inquiry yesterday, made 


by the chairman of the committee, [ have to remark that | 


there is no paper on the files of this office connected with 


the settlement made by the State of Virginia with the rep- 


resentatives of Commodore James Barron, in December, 
1823. ~ JOHN 8. GALLAHER, uditor. 


House or Representatives, May 8, 1850. 

Hon. T. Ewine, Secretary of the Department Interior: 
Sir: Enclosed you will find a resolution this day adopted 
by select committee, raised by order of the House of Rep- 


resentatives on the 22d of April last, which [ am directed 


by the committee to communicate to you. 
1 have the honor to be your ob’t ser’t, 
W. A. RICHARDSON. 


ae That Hon. T. Ewing, Secretary of the Interior, | 


be requested to furnish to select committee raised by order 
of the House of Representatives, 22d of April, 1850, copies 
of all papers and records on file in his office or under bis 
control touehing claims against Government or any of the 
Indian tribes in which Ewings were interested in their own 


right or partneys with others, which have been reopened and | 
House of Representatives, which asks for additional copies || adjudicated by the Secretary of the Interior.” 


i 


fore the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, but net decided ; 
and in his report of the above date he says: “ As the claims 
‘now stand, it is impossible to make any safe decisign in 
‘regard to them short of rejecting the whole, and under the 
‘circumstances, the best, and probably only practicable 
‘mode of making any satisfactory and final disposition of 
‘them would be for Congress to authorize the appointment 
‘of a commissioner to investigate them on the spot, with 
* power to take testimony and examine witnesses in order 
* to ascert@m satisfactorily how far they should justly be re- 
‘garded as national or individual liabilities, whether the 
‘charges are just and reasonable, and all other facts and 
‘circumstances which should be taken into consideration in 
* making a final decision upon them.”’ 

‘The proposition to appoint commissioners to investigate 
these claims was before a committee of the Senate, accord- 
ingly, who, on the 8th of January, 1849, reported a joint 
resolution (8S. R. No. 49) providing for the appointment of 
a commission to examine these claims and the claims 
against the other tribes named in the said schedule. 

This resolution did not pass, and the claims still remain 
ing undecided, were, when I came into office, brought be 
fore me for decision. Not having been adjudicated and 
decided betore I came into office, they were not reopened 
by me, and therefore do not come within the call of the 
committee or the resolution of the House. 

There is named in the same report, (page 40,) also on 
schedule E, a claim of W. G. & G. W. Ewing against the 
Miamies of $5,241, which is one of a class of which the 
Commissioner says, (page 42:) “ The elaims were twice 
presented, fully considered, and rejected, both by the De- 
partment and the President.”? This statement is erroneous, 
The records of thBndian Office and the files therein show 
that there were forty-six claims by sundry individuals 
against the Miamies, of which the last above named claim 
The third article of 
the treaty of November 28, 1840, with the Miamies, con- 
tained a provision that the United States should, immedi- 
ately after the ratification of the treaty, appoint a commis 
sioner Or commissioners, Whe should investigate all claims 
againstany and every member of the tribe which had acerned 
since the 6th day of November, 1838, or which might ac 
crue before the ratification of the treaty. 

This list of debts arose after the ratification of the treaty. 
The Indians requested the President to appoint a commis 
sion to examine and settle them. He declined to do so, 
because the case did not come within the provisions of the 
treaty, and this, as far as can be ascertained, is one of the 
incidents referred to in the report of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs as a consideration and rejection of the claims 
by the President. 

The Indians and the traders thereupon appointed their own 
commissioners, who went on and awarded upon the claims, 
and their award was produced at the office of Indian Af 
fairs, in the Summer of 1846, by the Hon. G. N. Fitch, one 
of the arbitrators, who requested the Commissioner to file it 
in his office, which he refused to-do. The Indians after- 
wards memorialized the President on the subject, which 
memorial was presented to the President in September of 
the same year, who, on the twenty-third of that month, 
directed it to be “ returned to the office of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs.”’ It was accordingly taken to the 
office, and then received and filed ; but it never was acted on 
until after I came into office, any further than to be named 
in the report of November 30, 1848, in schedule E. It was 
embraced, in common with the other cases, in the joint res 
olution. reported by the committee of the Senate. These 
cases, therefore, had not been either considered or decided ; 
but the Commissioner had absolutely, and without any good 
reason apparent on the records of the office, not only re- 
fused to examine, consider, or decide the cases, but he re- 
fused to receive and file the papers until they were referred 
to his office by the President. 

These cases, therefore, were not reopened. They were 
considered for the first time by the present Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, who reported upon them to me on the Sth of 
February, 1850. I approved the report of the Commissioner 
as far as he expressed an opinion. 

There were two cases which, for some reason, had not 
been examined and awarded upon by the arbitrators, one of 
which was the case in which W. G. & G, W. Ewing were 
claimants. On these the Commissioner having, in his 
report to me, expressed no apinion, I declined to consider 
them, but sent them back for bis definitive action. He has 
since decided them, on what particular state of facts | am 
not advised, as his decision has not been before me for ex- 
amination or revision. 

This case, therefore, not having been either reopened (or 
indeed decided) by me, does not come withiu the resolu- 
tion of the committee, and the papers relating to it are not 
forwarded. 

[ reply particularly to this point, (the reopening of cases 
once decided.) not because I deem it of any importance 
whatsoever in the general language in which it is pre- 
sented, but because it seems to be the sign by which the 
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case the committee is in search of is to be identified, and 


also. indeed, the main object to which their investigation is 


directed. 


. : 
Appeals tie from the heads of Bureaus to the heads of De- 


partments, and the right of appeal is not cut off by the 
change of administration, or the change of the head of a 
Department, but continues to subsist as if no such change 
had taken place. I should, therefore, have as readily re- 
ceived and acted on an appeal from a decision of the Com- 
inissioner Of indian Affairs made before as one made after 
I came into office. If I have not done so, it merely hep- 
pens that no such case occurred; it would have occurred 
in a proper case, and will yet occur if a proper case be pre- 
sented. 

Heads of Departments have a right to review, and it is 
their daty to review theirown decisions, when proper cases 


are made; such, for example, as would induce a court of | 


equity to review and reverse their decrees, and that right is 
not fost by a change in the head of the Department. 


The sound and sensible rules whieh govern conrts of jus- | 


tice on the subject of appeals and reviews, do govern, or 
ought to govern, the heads of Departments also, except 
only when an erroneous decisson in favor of an individual 
right so vests that right as to put it out of the power of an 
executive officer to correct his error. 

I have on one occasion reviewed and reversed my own 
decision for what Il deemed a sufficient cause, and would 
as readily, (and no more readily,) tor alike cause, review 
and reverse a like decision of my predecessor. If L have 
never done so in any case, it arises from the accidental eir 
cumstance that no case has been presented in which I 


thought the rules of correst jurisprudence required it to be | 
done. Whenever such case shall arise, if any do arise, I | 
will tiitus act upon it, as a matter of course, unless Congress | 


see fit. by legal enactment, to change what | conceive to be 


the sound and well-settled rules of practice and decision in 


the Departinents as well as in courts of justice. 


From the language of the-last resolution which J had the | 


honor to reeeive from the committee, it may perhaps be in- 


ferred that impertance is attached, in their estimation, to the | 
names of the individuals who own or are interested in these | 


claims. The resolution calls for— 
** Copies of all papors and records on file in his [this} of 


flee, or under his [iny]} control. touching claims againsi the | 


Government, or any of the Indian tribes, in which Ewings 
were interested in their own right or as partners with oth 
ers, Whieh have been reopended and adjudicated by the De 
partment of the Enterior.’’ 

With a view to the phraseology of this resolution, and 
the implication which it night seem to convey, and lest an 
mpression should arise from it contrary, of course, to ‘the 
intent of the committee, inasmuch as it would be contrary 


to the truth, that the claims under consideration belong to || 
my relatives, and that in their behalf I have reopened and | 
rejudged them, | deem it proper to say Pats “the Ewings’?’ | 


interested in these claims, and all thd@@ther parties inter 


ested therein, are alike strangers tome ; that no one of them 


is my relative, as far as | know, nor have I ever had any in- 
timacy with any one of them, or any communication or in 


tercourse with any one of them, save what occurred in the | 


discharge of this and one other act of official duty. 


I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient | 


servant, T. EWING, Secretary. 
lion. Wa. A. Rienarpson, 
Chairman Select Commitiee House of Reps. 


House or Representatives, May 15, 1850. 


Sir: The select committee raised by order of the House |) 
of Representatives on the 22d of April last, have this day | 
adopted the enclosed resolution, and directed me to furnish | 


the same to you. I have the honor’to be, your obedient ser- 
vant, W. A. RICHARDSON, 
Hlon. T. Ewine, 
Secretury of the Department of the Interior. 
* Resolved, That Hon. T. Ewing, Secretary of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, furnish this committee copies of all 


papers and records on file in his office, or any department || 


under liis control, in the following cases: 


No. 1, in schedule E of Hon. William Medill’s (Commis- | 
sioner of Indian Affairs) report in 1848—Ewings and Cly- 


mer against the Pottawatomies of the Osage. 


No. 2, in same schedule—W. G. and G. W. Ewing 1] 


against same ladians, amounting to $6,410 70. 


No. 3, in same schedule—W. G. and G. W. Ewing || 
against the Pottawatomies of Council Blutls, amounting to 


#40351 07, 


No. 16, same sechedule—W. G. and G. W. Ewing against || 


Miamies. 


No, 23, same schedule--W. G. and G. W. Ewing against 
the Sacs and Foxes of the Mississippi, amounting to 
| 


8,720 83, 


No. 24, same schedule—G. W. and W. G. Ewing, | 


amounting te $770. 


No, 33, same schedule—Ewings and Clymer against the | 


Weas and Peankishaws, amounting to $4,244 85. 


DePARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wasutneron, May 22, 1850. 
Sir: Thave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 15th instant, inclosing a resolution of the com 
mittee, which is in the following words, viz: 


“ Resolved, That Hon. T. Ewing, Secretary of the De- | 


partinent of the tnterior, furnish this committee copies of 
all papers and records on file in his office, or any department 
under his control, in the following cases : 

“No. I, in schedule E, of Hon. William Medill’s (Com 
missioner of Indian Affairs) reportin 1848 of Ewing and 
Clymer against the Pottawatomies of the Osage. 


**No. 2, in same schedule—W. G. and G. W. Ewing | 


against same Indians, amounting to 86,410 70, 
“No. 3, same schedule—W. G. and G. W. Ewing against 
Pottawatomies of Council Bluffs, amounting to 940,351 07. 


“No. 16, same schedule—W. G. and G. W. Ewing || 


against Miamies. 
“No, 23, same sehedule—W. G. and G. W. Ewing 


against Sues and Foxes of the Mississippi, amounting to 


8,720 WB, 
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“No. 24, snme schedule—G. W. and W. G. Ewing, 


| $770. 


“No. 33, same schedule—Ewings and Clymer against 
Weas and Peankishaws, amounting to #4,244 85.” 

No one of the cases called for in the above recited resolu- 
tion of the committee is nained or described, or in any other 
manner embraced within the resolution of the House which 
creates the committee, and defines and limits its powers. 
They are, therefore, in my judgment, not within its author- 
ity. Nevertheless, though not bound to do so, [ choose to 
transinit the copies called for. 

The committee will find herewith copies of the papers in 
all the cases named in the resolution, except the seventh 
ease, No. 33, which has not been examined, considered, or 
in any way acted upon, either in the Department or in the 
Indian bureau, since I came into office, and in which there 
are no papers on file in the Department. 1 have no knowl- 
edge of the case, and can communicate nothing concern- 
lng it. 

As to the three first named cases, Nos. 1, 2, and 3, on the 
schedule, | deem it proper to add, to what is said in my 
communication of the 13th instant, (to which I refer,) that 
the point decided by me on appeal trom the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs was, that the national obligation of the 
Indians, delivered in general council and publicly deelared 


and witnessed by the Superintendent of Indian Affairs, or | 
by the Indian agent, ouglit to be considered prima fucie | 


evidence of a national debt. Among the papers sent to the 
Department by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in coim- 
pliance with my letter of April 7, 1849, there was nothing 
tending to impeach the integrity of either the Superintend- 
ent of Indian Affairs or the Indian agent. On the contrary, 
there was much evidence to sustain and confirm the truth 
and propriety of their attestation. 

The amounts found due on these obligations were— 

No. 1. Ewings and Clymer, (Pottawatomies)....: 4,773 00 
Nos. 2 and 3, W. G. & G. W. Ewing, (do.) 
On which payments were made within the year 1849— 
On No. 1 £3,182 00 
. -13,886 12 
And certificates were issued for the several balances, a 
form of which will be found herewith. 

In December last objections were filed in behalf of the 
Indians to the payment of the full amount of the residue of 
these claims; the counsel representing them averring that 
a part only of the sums named in the several obligations 
was due, and that it was so declared and understood at the 
time of their delivery. 

On this representation I reopened the cases, suspended 
all further payments, and gave time to take testimdny. 
Some depasitions have been since taken and filed, and an 
extension of time is now asked to take further testimony. 
On this I have not yet acted, and the cases still remain open 
and undecided. ‘The motion to reopen the cases, the action 
upon it, the evidence taken, and the motion to extend the 


time for taking testimony, and the papers filed in support ot | 


that motion, willall appear in their order in the accompany- 
ing copies. 

A letter addressed to William Medill, Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, by Thomas H. Harvey, dated April 26, 1849, 
and marked private, (a copy of which wiil be found here- 
with,) Was not filed in the Department, or made known to 
me, until the 19th of April, 1850, when it was presented 


| with the application for the extension of time. And I can 


now consider it in no other point of light than as a fact tend- 
ing to impeach the character fer official integrity of Mr. 
Harvey, who was the superintendent that witmessed two 
of the national obligations. All these cases are still before 
the Department for reconsideration. 

There have been allowed on the other three cases the fol- 


| lowing sums: 
| On No. 16—W. G. & G. W. Ewi $5,241 00 


On No, 23—W. G. & G. W. Ewing 8,720 83 


| On No. 24-—-G, W. & W. G. Ewing. - 770 89 


And there liave been paid on them as follows : 

On No. 16 ‘ : tbeccce ide ccu viene 
On Nos. Wand 24 the whole amount, viz........ 9,491 72 

The facts of those cases are sufficiently explained in my 
letter to the committee of the 13th instant, t) which refer, 
and in the accompanying papers. 

A letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, trans 
mitting copies of the papers in the three last-named cases, 
together with the copies, is sent herewith. 

} have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obe- 
dient servant, T. EWING, Secretary. 
Hon. Witntam Rromarpson, Chairman of the Select 

Committee of the Ilouse of Representatives. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to communicate to this committee, with as little delay as 
possible, the whole amount which has been paid out of the 
‘Treasury of the United States upon the accounts of the 
Commonwealth of Virginia against the United States, for 


| payments made by said State prior to the Sth of Jaly, 1832, 
|| to the officers commanding in the Virginia line in the war 
| of the Revolution, on account of half pay promised the offi- 


cers aforesaid by that Commonwealth, and the particular 


|; accounts which have been so paid. 


Hon. T. Ewina, 
Secretary of the Department of the Interior. 
Sir: I am directed by the select committee to communi- 
eate to you the above resolution, this day adopted by tne 


eommittee,. 


I have the honor to be your obedient servant, 
W. A. RICHARDSON. 


DegraRTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wasnincton, May 23, 1850. 

Sir: On yesterday F had the honor to receive from you a 
letier, without date, enclosing a resolution of the select 
committee, of which you are chairman, in the following 
words, viz: 

* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be re- 
quested to communicate to this committee, with as little 


| delay as possible, the whole amount which has been paid 


out of the Treasury of the United States upon the accounts 


| 1832, to the officers commanding in the Virgin 


Feb. 21 


for payments made by said State prior to the Sth of Jn 
a line 2 
war of the Revolution, on account of half-pay prodkined ma 
officers aforesaid by that Commonwealth, and the partieula: 
accounts which have been so paid.” = 
In reply I have to state that the information sought no 
being in the Department of the Interior, or any o¢ ; 
bureaus, J cannot officially furnish it. It will be found t 
the Treasury Department. = 
I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, T. EWING, Secretary — 
Hon. W. A. Rrewarpson, ¥ 
Chairman of the Select Committee, House of Reps, 
JUNE 14, 1859 
Srr: I amdirected by the select committee to transmit 
to you the following resolution, this day adopted by the 
said committee : : 
“ Resolored, That the Seevetary of the Interior be ro. 


| quested to furnish the committee with copies of all lettor, 


dismissing clerks from the General Land Office since the 
4th of March, 1849." 

I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 

W. A. RICHARDSON, 

Hon. T. Ewine, Secretary of the Interior. 

DePaRTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
WasHINnoTon, June 20, 1859, 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 14th instant, accompanying a resolution of the 
cominittee of that date, which requires me to furnish COpies 
of all Jetters dismissing clerks from the General Land Of. 
fice since the 4th of March, 1849. 

I have considered this carefully, and compared it with 
the resolution of the House which creates the committee 
and defines and iimits its powers, and it is clear to my ming 
that the committee is not authorized to inquire into the mat. 
ter embraced in the resolution, or to send for persons apd 
papers respecting it. 

I pointed out a like objection to a former resolution, ang 
waived it, hoping thereby to draw the attention of the cow. 
mittee to the limitation of their powers ; but this is a see. 
ond and still more wide and obvious departure, and | do 
not deem further acquiescence on my part consistent with 
right and duty. 

It must be obvious that to a Department which owes dy. 
ties to the public and desires promptly to perform them, se. 
rious inconveniences must arise from an investigation at 
large, directed to no point and governed by no law; and 
there are various consequences of no slight moment attend. 
ing this investigation, even when confined within its prop. 
er and legitimate limits. In some branches of it the rights 
of individuals are affected, or, rather, their remedies sus. 
pended by it; and in all my rights as an Executive officer 
are to some extent affected, and the reguiar and daily dis. 
charge of my duties more or less obstructed and retarded. | 
do not object to this so far as the committee acts under the 
authority of the House, but [ think it improper for me vol- 
untarily to admit it where it is unauthorized and illegal; 
and if the limits fixed by the House be disregarded by the 
committee, and if I acquiesce in their assumption of indefi- 
nite powers, the investigation is then without bounds as to 
extent, without direction as to its object, and, what is still 
more important to me, without limit as to its durution. 

In my letter of the 6th ultimo I had the honor to inform 
the committee that [ claimed and exercised the power of 
removal as to all clerks in the General Land Office, except 
those who bold their offices by the appointment of the Pres- 
ident and Senate, and that I did so by virtue of the provwi- 
sions of the sixth section of the act of March 3d, 1845, 
(chapter 71,) which expressly recognizes the power of such 
removal in the Head of the Treasurv Department, and by 
virtue also of the power of supervision over that office, 
transferred trom the Treasury and vested in this Department 
by the third section of the act of March 3,. 1849, (chapter 
108.) This is sufficient to enable the committee to raise a 
question as to my power of removal, if,under the resolution 
of House, they feel authorized to do so. 

1e resolution of the House authorizes the committee 
to inquire into the fact whether [ have~Inade appointments 
of clerks in the General Land Office? And if so, by what 
authority | madesuch appointments? 

None having been made by me, the accusation as to the 
principal fact fails of course, and the commitee now pro- 
pose to extend their investigation to removals, because the 
power to remove, where no legal provision interposes 
prevent it, is incident to the power to appoint. , 

The committee, having no principal matter of investiga 
tion before them, claim to pursue what would be an incident 
to a supposed principal, if that principal existed. Admit 
ting this to be eorreet, which would be conceding much, 
still the resolution of the committee cannot be justified. The 
tact distinetly stated, that I ciaim and exercise the power of 
removal, sulliciently raises the question of power if the tr- 
bunal be authorized to consider it. ‘The form of the letters 
of removal—the number of those letters—the reasons, i 
any, given in them, which is all that eould be obtained from 
the copies called for, are mere incidents to the power 0! Te- 
moval and its exereise. If, then, the right to examine into 
the fact and power of appointment confer the right to inquire 
into the fact and power of removal as its incident ; and the 
exercise of this incidental power confer the right to inquire 
into the manner and cause of removal as incidental to that 
also, the committee may go from incident to incident, will 
every conceivable mutter of executive administration 
brought under thei¢ revision. To this T cannot consent, 
and therefore, and for all the reasons above stated, | decline 
to send the copies required. : 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, T. EWING, Secretary: 

Hon. WiiiraM A. RicHarRpson, 

Chairman of the Select Committee House of Reps. 


Mr. "TURNEY. The Senator from Ohio, on 
he coming in of this report, is prepared with a set 
speech, with a view to vindicate himself, not only 
from the few remarks which I made on a former 


| of the Commonwealth of Virginia against the United States |/ occasion, but also from the proceedings of the 








‘~ 


\ poe 


, a ws 





